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DECLARATION OF GERALD ARMSTRONG 


I, Gerald Armstrong, declare: 

1. I am the defendant and cross-complainant in the case of Churc h of 
Scientology of California v. Gerald Arms t rong. Los Angeles Superior Court No. 
C420153- I have been involved in litigation with various Scientology 
entities, hereinafter referred to as "the organization," since 1962. Until 
December 1966 I was represented in this litigation by the law firms of 
Flynn, Joyce & Sheridan (now Flynn, Sheridan & Tabb) in Boston, 
Massachusetts and Contos & Bunch in Woodland Hills, California. Michael 
Flynn, my attorney in Armstrong was the prime mover in much of the 
organization-related litigation throughout the U.S. 

2. The legal battle waged by the organization was abusive, menacing 
and debilitative. The organization sued Mr. Flynn or his firm many times, 
filed countless false sworn statements about Mr. Flynn and me, and 
attempted to frame both of us and bring false criminal charges against us. 

3. At the beginning of December 1966 an agreement was reached in 
Los Angeles between the organization and Mr. Flynn to settle most of the 
cases in which he had been involved either as counsel or party. I was then 
working in the Flynn, Joyce & Sheridan firm, so ’was aware that settlement 
talks were occurring, and I had reached an agreement with Mr. Flynn on a 
monetary figure to settle my lawsuit with the organization. Such talks had 
occurred a number of times over the prior four years. 

4. On December 5 I was flown to Los Angeles, as were several other of 
Mr. Flynn's clients with claims against the organization, to participate in a 
"global settlement." After my arrival in LA I was shown a copy of a 
document entitled "Mutual Release of All Claims and Settlement Agreement," 


1 







hereinafter referred to as "the settlement agreement," and some other 
documents, which I was expected to sign. 

5. The settlement agreement, attached hereto as Exhibit A, has now 
become a public document, and it and its effects are issues in various 
lawsuits now pending. I am making this declaration to explain why I signed 
such a patently offensive document, to clarify what my present legal 
situation is regarding the agreement and the organization, and to assist in 
the resolution of the Scientology conflict. I am waiving the attorney-client 
privilege between Mr. Flynn and me only as to our conversations concerning 
the settlement agreement and the settlement. 

6. Upon reading the settlement agreement draft I was shocked and 
heartsick. I told Mr. Flynn that the condition of "strict confidentiality and 
silence with respect to [my] experiences with the [organization]" (settlement 
agreement, para. 7D), since it involved over seventeen years of my life, was 
impossible. I told him that the "liquidated damages" clause (para. 7D) was 
outrageous; that pursuant to the settlement agreement I would have to pay 
$ 50 , 000.00 if I told a doctor or psychologist about my experiences from 
those years, or if I put on a job resume what positions I had held during my 
organization years. I told Mr. Flynn that the requirements of non- 
amenability to service of process (para. 7H) and non-cooperation with 
persons or organizations adverse to the organization (paras. 7G , 10) were 
obstructive of justice. I told him that I felt that agreeing to leave the 
organization's appeal of the decision in Armstron g and not respond to any 
subsequent appeals (para. 4B) was unfair to the courts and all the people 
who had been helped by the decision. I told Mr. Flynn that an affidavit the 
organization was demanding that I sign along with the settlement agreement 

was falQA ThA dornmAnt whirh T do not havA statAd intAr alia that mv 
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disagreements with the organization had been with prior management and 
not with the then current leadership. In fact there had been no management 
change and I had the same disagreements with the organization's "fair game" 
policies and actions which had continued without change up to the time of 
the settlement. I told him that. I was being asked to betray everything and 
everyone I had fought for against organization injustice. 

7. In answer to my objections to the settlement agreement Mr. Flynn 
said that the silence and liquidated damages clauses, and anything which 
called for obstruction of justice were not worth the paper they were printed 
on. He said the same thing a number of times and a number of ways; e g., 
that I could not contract away my Constitutional rights; that the conditions 
were unenforceable. He said that he had advised the organization attorneys 
that those conditions in the settlement agreement were not worth the paper 
they were printed on, but that the organization, nevertheless, insisted on 
their inclusion in the settlement agreement and would not agree to any 
changes. He pointed out the clauses concerning my release of all claims 
against the organization to date and its release of all claims against me to 
date (paras. 1, 4, 5, 6, 6) and said that they were the essential elements of 
the settlement and were what the organization was paying for. 

6. Mr. Flynn also said that everyone was sick of the litigation and 
wanted to get on with their lives. He said that he was sick of the litigation, 
the threats to him and his family and wanted out. He said that as a part of 
the settlement he and all co-counsels had agreed to not become involved in 
organization-related litigation in the future. He expressed a deep concern 
that the courts in this country cannot deal with the organization and its 
lawyers and their contemptuous abuse of the justice system. He said that if 
I didn't sign the documents all I had to look forward to wa.s more years of 





harassment and misery. One of Mr. Flynn's other clients, who was in the 
room with us during this discussion, yelled at me, accusing me of killing the 
settlement for everyone, and that everyone else had signed or would sign, 
and everyone else wanted the settlement. Mr. Flynn said that the 
organization would only settle with everyone together; otherwise there 
would be no settlement. He did agree to ask the organization to include a 
clause in my settlement agreement allowing me to keep my creative works 
relating to L. Ron Hubbard or the organization (para. 7L). 

9. Mr. Flynn said that a major reason for the settlement’s "global" 
form was to give the organization the opportunity to change its combative 
attitude and behavior by removing the threat he and his clients represented 
to it. He argued that the organization’s willingness to pay us substantial 
sums of money, after its agents and attorneys had sworn for years to pay us 
"not one thin dime" was evidence of a philosophic shift within the 
organization. I argued that the settlement agreement evidenced the 
unchanged philosophy of fair game, and that if the organization did not use 
the opportunity to transform its antisocial nature and actions toward its 
members, critics and society I would, a few years hence, because of my 
knowledge of organization fraud and fair game, be again embroiled in its 
litigation .and targeted for extralegal attacks. 

10. Regarding the affidavit the organization required that I sign, Mr. 
Flynn said that the "disagreement with prior management" could be 
rationalized as being a disagreement with L. Ron Hubbard, and since Mr. 
Hubbard had died in January 1966 it could be said that I no longer had that 
disagreement. Mr. Flynn said that the organization's attorneys had promised 
that the affidavit, which all the settling litigants were signing, would only be 

ncM hv the r>raani?at)nn if T pecan attarHnc it after the settlement f ii'ni 





since I had no intention of attacking the organization the affidavit would 
never see the light of day. 

11. During my meeting with Mr. Flynn in Los Angeles I found myself 
facing a dilemma which I reasoned through in this way. If I refused to sign 
the settlement agreement and affidavit all the other settling litigants, many 
of whom had been flown to Los Angeles in anticipation of a settlement, 
would be extremely disappointed and would continue to be subjected to 
organization harassment for an unknown period of time. I had been 
positioned in the settlement drama as a deal-breaker and would 
undoubtedly lose the support of some if not all of these litigants, several of 
whom were key witnesses in my case against the organization. Although ! 
was certain that Mr. Flynn and my other lawyers would not refuse to 
represent me if I did not sign the documents I also knew that they all would 
view me as a deal-breaker and they would be as disappointed as the other 
litigants in not ending the litigation they desperately wanted out of. The 
prospect of continuing the litigation with unhappy and unwilling attorneys 
on my side, even though my cross-complaint wa.s set for trial within three 
months, was distressing. On the other hand, if I signed the documents, all 
my co-litigants, some of whom I knew to be in financial trouble, would be 
happy, the stress they felt would be reduced and they could get on with 
their lives. Mr. Flynn and the other lawyers would be happy and the threat 
to them and their families would be removed. The organization would have 
the opportunity they said they desired to clean up their act and start anew. 

I would have the opportunity to get on with the next phase of my life and 
the financial wherewithal to do so. I was also not unhappy to at that time 
not have to continue to testify in all the litigation nor to respond to the 
media's frequent questions. If the organization continued its fair game 
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practices toward me I knew that I would be left to defend myself and I 
accepted that fact. So, armed with Mr. Flynn's advice that the conditions I 
found so offensive in the settlement agreement were not worth the paper 
they were printed on, and the knowledge that the organization's attorneys 
were also aware of that legal opinion, I put on a happy face and the 
following day went through the charade of a videotaped signing. 

12. Before signing the settlement agreement I also consulted with 
another attorney who advised me that the agreement, including the 
liquidated damages clause, to have any validity must be reciprocal. He 
stated that if any agent of the organization said anything to anyone 
concerning my experiences in the organization or about my case the 
organization was liable to me for $ 50 , 000.00 for each such instance. 

13. In my declaration of March 15 , 1990 I detailed my post¬ 
settlement involvement with the organization and what I knew of its 


attempts to enforce by threat the settlement agreement conditions and its 
acts against me in violation of the letter and spirit of the agreement. At 
paragraph 44 of the declaration I recount a telephone call to me from 
organization attorney Larry Heller on November 20, 1969 in which he stated 
that the organization had signed a non-disclosure agreement as I had and 
had lived up to its agreement. In the motion dated October 31, 1969 of 


Author Services, Inc. to prevent the taking of my deposition in the case of 
Bent Corvdon v. Church of Scientology International. Inc., et al. Los Angeles 
Superior Court No. C694401 (Exhibit D to my 3-15-90 declaration), Mr. Heller 
states: "One of the key ingredients to completing these settlements, insisted 
upon bv all parties involved, (emphasis in original) was strict confidentiality 
respecting: (1) the Scientology parishioner or staff member's experiences 
within the Church of Scientology; (2) any knowledge possessed by the 
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Scientology entities concerning those staff members or parishioners; and (3) 
the terms and conditions of the settlements themselves." 

14. I filed the March 15 declaration on March 23 as an exhibit to a 
document entitled "Defendant's Reply To Appellants' Opposition To Petition 
For Permission To File Response and For Time" in the California Court of 
Appeal, Second Appellate District, Division Four in the case of Church of 
Scientology of California. Appellants v. Gerald Armstrong: Bent Corydon. 

Appellee: Civ. No. B 036975- On the motion of Mr. Corydon, a present litigant 
against the organization, Los Angeles Superior Court Judge Bruce R. 

Geernaert, on November 9, 1966 unsealed the Armstrong court file, which 
had been sealed since the settlement, allowing Mr. Corydon and his attorneys 
to examine and copy the file for use in his litigation. The organization 
appealed Judge Geernaert's ruling, filing an opening brief on October 11, 

1969. The organization based its argument that the court file should remain 
sealed on its averment that "(a]n integral, indispensable part of [the] 
settlement was the sealing of the court's record." (Appellants Brief, p4). On 
March 1, 1990 I filed a document entitled "Defendant's Petition For 
Permission To File and For Time To File" (3-15-90 Declaration, Exhibit Q), 
requesting permission to file a response to the organization's appeal. On 
March 6 the organization filed "Appellants' Opposition To Defendant's 
Petition For Permission To File Response and For Time To File,” attached 
hereto as Exhibit B. In its argument for denial of my request to file a 
response the organization asserted that "the sealing of the file was an 
essential part of the settlement agreement, pursuant to which Mr. Armstrong 
received a substantial sum of money in settlement of his cross-complaint." 
(Opp. p2) My reply to the organization's opposition is attached hereto as 
Exhibit C. On April 9, 1990 in a letter to the Clerk of the Supreme Court of 
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California the Cleric of the Court of Appeal for the Second Appellate District 
requested that the B036975 appeal be transferred from Division Four to 
Division Three. The Division Three Court already had before it the case of 
Church of Scientology of California v. Gerald Armstrong. Civ. No. B025920, 
the organization's appeal of the Los Angeles Superior Court's 1964 decision 
(3-15-90 Declaration, Ex. A) in the case brought against me in 1962. On 
March 9, the Division Three Court had granted a similar "Petition For 
Permission To Respond" I had filed in that appeal, and on July 9 my 
attorney, Michael Walton, filed a respondent’s brief on my behalf. On 
October 16 the Division Three Court granted my petition to respond in the 
B036975 appeal. 

15. The 3-15-90 declaration was also filed on March 19, 1990 as an 
exhibit to a motion, attached hereto as Exhibit D, brought by Mr. Corydon 
"for an order directing non-interference with witnesses and disqualification 
of counsel" in Corvdon. s upra. On March 27 the organization filed an 
opposition, attached hereto as Exhibit E, to Mr. Corydon’s motion, supported 
by, inter alia, a declaration of attorney Lawrence Heller dated 3-27-90, 
attached hereto as Exhibit F, and a declaration of Kenneth Long dated 3-26- 
90, attached hereto as Exhibit G. At paragraph 13 of his declaration Mr. 
Heller states: " 13 . The confidentiality provisions of the Armstrong 
Settlement Agreement are nor (sic) reciprocal in nature. Mr. Armstrong does 
have duties of confidentiality under the terms of the Armstrong settlement 
and paragrapg (sic) 10 appears to be an accurate recitation of those duties. 
However, there are no reciprocal duties of confidentiality under the terms of 
the Armstrong Settlement Agreement that apply to any of the Church parties 
in the settlement. 14. An important part of the Armstrong settlement was 


that the Church was not bound by the same confidentiality provisions 








Armstrong and that tha Church parties remain free to comment upon anci 
use information pertaining to Mr. Armstrong's experiences in the Church of 
Scientology. At the time of the Armstrong settlement, information from Mr. 
Armstrong was being used in a number of cases around the world. It was 
important to the Church parties to the Armstrong settlement that they 
remain free to defend themselves against allegations supported by 
information originating from Armstrong prior to the settlement. I discussed 
this aspect of the confidentiality provisions the (sic) settlement agreement 
with Armstrong's counsel, Michael J. Flynn, during my settlement 
negotiations with him in 1966 and it was clearly understood by both sides of 
the negotiations that the confidentiality provisions were not to be reciprocal 
Any assertions to the contrary now being made by Amrstrong (sic) are 
false." Mr. Long states in his declaration at paragraph 5:" There is no 
provision in the settlement agreement with Armstrong which would prohibit 
CSC from using information obtained through litigation with Armstrong in 
seeking legal remedies for wrongs committed by third parties." The 
organization's opposition (Ex. E) states at p. 14 that "an important part of the 
Settlement Agreement revolved around the continuing ability of the Church 
to refute the often bizarre allegations made by Mr. Armstrong. Thus, this 
issue was addressed during the settlement negotiations, with the result that 
no (emphasis in original) clause was included in the agreement preventing 
the Church from such action." 

16. In his 3-27-90 declaration Mr. Heller, in response to my 3-15-90 
declaration in which I recount the three telephone conversations we had in 
October and November 1969, also avers that "(alt no time did I threaten him 
with a lawsuit, speak to him in a threatening manner or even mention a 
lawsuit The Court should note Armstrong never sa v s I threa tened him with 
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litigation m his declaration, (emphasis in original).However, to my 

recollection, all of this took, place during the course of one (1) telephone 
conversation." (Ex. F. paras. 10,11) The organization's opposition (Ex. E) 
states at p. 11: "Even if Gerald Armstrong's declaration....were fully 
(emphasis in original) truthful (which it is not — see Declaration of Lawrence 
E. Heller attached) (parens in original), the acts ascribed to Mr. Heller in his 
discussions with Armstrong must be construed as ethical and legal. 
Regardless, as can be seen from the Declaration of Lawrence E. Heller 
attached hereto, Heller recalls having only one (emphasis in original)(1) 
telephone call with Armstrong wherein he did, in fact, offer to provide him 
with an attorney to represent him at his deposition, which Armstrong 
promptly refused. Mr. Heller did not (emphasis in original) offer to have his 
client pay for that attorney or offer to indemnify Armstrong for sanctions 
which might be imposed (sanctions were never discussed) (parens in 
original)." The opposition also states that "Armstrong nowhere in his 
declaration indicates Heller threatened him with litigation." (Ex. E, p. 12) 

17. in his 3-26-90 declaration Kenneth Long repeats the proof he 
propounded in his affidavits (3-15-00 Dec. Exs. F,G,H,J,K) filed in 1937 in the 
case of C hurch of Scientology of California v. Russell Miller & Penguin books 
Limited in the High Court of Justice in London, England, Case no. 6140, that I 
"had knowingly violated orders issued by Los Angeles Superior Court." Mr. 
Long states (Ex. G, para. 3) that: "(tlaken together, my October. 1937 
affidavits demonstrate that: 

a. In August, 1932, Armstrong was ordered by Judge John L. 
Cole to surrender certain documents and materials to the custody of 
the Clerk of the Los Angeles Superior Court. 
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b. Afmiirong later attested on numerous occasions, that he had 
surrendered all such documents and materials, and that he had none 
in his possession. 

c. In January, 1967, following settlement of Scientology (sic) of 
California ("CSC"), Armstrong turned over to CSC all Church-related 
documents in his possession. I personally inspected the documents 
turned over by Armstrong, and found a number of copies of the 
documents which Armstrong had previously sworn that he had 
surrendered to the Cleric of the Court. 

d. Based on my discovery of these documents, I concluded that 
Armstrong had intentionally perjured himself on numerous occasions, 
and had as well knowingly violated orders issued by judges at all 
levels ranging from the Los Angeles Superior Court to the Supreme 
Court of the United States." 

Mr. Long then explains that his "affidavits, therefore, were required to detail 
the elements of the breach of confidence claim against Miller and Penguin, 
and the claim could not have been brought without explaining the 
underlying actions taken by Armstrong." 

16 At paragraph 7 of the 3-15*90 declaration I state that during our 
conversation of October 25, 1969 Mr. Heller "said I had a contractual 
obligation to the organization, which it had paid a lot of money for. not to 
divulge confidential information, and that if I answered (deposition 
questions about such things as L. Ron Hubbard's misrepresentations) I would 
have breached the settlement agreement and may get sued." At para, ee of 
the 3-15-90 declaration I state that "Mr. Heller reiterated at the er.d of our 
conversation that if I start to testify, for example about the Hubbard 
biography project, or tilings he and the organization consider irrelevant, they 
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will carefully examine their rights as to what action they will take." At para 
51 I state that "(o]n February IS, 1990 I received a telephone call from 
attorney Michael Tabb, a partner of Michael Flynn, who said that he had 
been called by Larry Heller who told him that the organization considered I 
had violated the settlement agreement by being in the courthouse to be 
served in Yannev. that they intended to prove it, and that I would be sued." 
(See also para. 46 where I describe being served with a trial subpoena in the 
case of Religious Technology Center, et al, v. Joseph Yannev. LASC No. 

C6902 1 1.) In a declaration I executed on March 26, 1990, a copy of which is 
attached hereto as Exhibit H, I describe at para 4 another instance of 
threatened litigation from Mr. Heller. "On March 2 1 I spoke by telephone 
with attorney Michael Flynn, counsel of record in Armstrong, whc said that 
he had been called by Mr. Heller two or three weeks before. Mr. Heller told 
Mr. Flynn that I was sitting in the courtroom in the Yannev trial and that if I 
testified in Yannev I would be in violation of the settlement agreement and I 
would be sued. Mr. Heller asked Mr. Flynn to call me and tell me not to 
testify Mr. Flynn said no. The day I had been present at the Yannev trial 
was March S, 1990." 

19 On April 4, 1990 I was served with a subpoena duces tecum 
applied for by Author Services, Inc. and Bridge Publications, Inc., two 
organization entities, a. copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit I . ordering 
my production of any sound recordings or other records I possessed of my 
telephone conversations with Mr. Heller, at a deposition in Corvdon on April 
24. Toby Plevin, Mr. Corydon's attorney, had apparently stated at the 
hearing of the motion for an order directing non-interference with witnesses 
(see para. 15 ) that I had a recording of my side of one or more of my 
conversations with Mr. Heller. Ms. Plevin had already scheduled mv 
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'jeponU'.’H, which had been the subject of the organization's motion of 


October 31 , 1969 to prevent its being taken (see para. 13), for April 24 and 
25- The deposition went forward on those days and I produced fcr the 
organization my notes of Mr. Heller's telephone conversations with me of 
October 23 and 25 and November 20, 1969, attached hereto as Exhibits J, K 
and L respectively,and a cassette recording of my side of the November 20, 
1969 conversation, a transcript of which is attached hereto as Exhibit M. I 
can translate and interpret the scrawled notes if called upon to do so. It is 
my opinion that the notes and transcript show that my account in the 3 - 15 - 
90 declaration of my communications with Mr. Heller is accurate. 

20. In the 3-15-90 declaration at para. 30 I stated that "I consider 
that [Kenneth] Long's assertions of what documents were sealed, when they 
were sealed and where they originated are erroneous, and his conclusion 
that I had violated the Los Angeles Superior Court's sealing orders 
fallacious." Mr. Long based his proof that I had violated the sealing order on 
three "Helen O'Brien letters," which were among the documents delivered to 
the Court by my attorneys in September 1962, hereinafter referred to as the 
" Armstrong documents." Mr. Long found among the documents I delivered 
to the organization in January 1967 pursuant to the settlement agreement 
photocopies of the three letters. He concluded that I had retained copies of 
the letters when the Armstrong documents had been delivered to the Court 


where *:hey remained until the settlement. *4nd he concluded that, because 


Mr. Miller had copies of the same Helen O'Brien letters, I had violated the 
Court's sealing orders. I first saw the three letters, I believe in I960, in Los 
Angeles in the possession of Helen O'Brien, who had been a major figure in 
Hubbard's organization in the United States in the early 1950's. They were 
part of a collection of documents I arranged to purchase from Ms. O'Brien for 
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L. Ron Hubbard's archives. After purchasing all of the Helen O'Brien 
documents I copied them and provided them to Omar Garrison in 1961 for 
his use in the Hubbard biography project. Some of them I retrieved from 
Mr. Garrison in the summer of 1962 and sent to my attorneys in anticipation 
of their need in litigation with the organization. These were the Armstrong 
documents Prior to selling her documents to the Hubbard archives Ms. 
O'Brien allowed a collector of Hubbardinia, Jamie Macuuchi (sp?), who had 
also wanted to purchase her collection, to copy them. The copies Mr. 
Macuuchi made were recopied and distributed to many people, including, as 
shown in the Long affidavits filed in Miller, supra, Mr. Newman, Mr. Caven- 
Atack and Mr. Miller. In 1966 I was also sent a copy of the Macuuchi/ 
O'Brien letters, and these were included as Mr. Long states in the documents 
I delivered to the organization in January 1967. I believe that the facts in 
this matter show that I complied with the LA Superior Court's orders and 
any sealing order issued by any court up to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and that I fulfilled my part of the settlement agreement. 

21. Attached hereto as Exhibit N is a copy of a "final adverse ruling 
dated July 6, 1966 from the Internal Revenue Service to The Church of 
Spiritual Technology denying its application for tax exempt status. At page 5 
of the ruling, which cites several times to Armstrong, the IRS states: 

"In support of the protest (protest conference was held in January 
1967) to our initial adverse ruling, we were supplied with copies of 
affidavits dated December 4, 1966, from Gerald Armstrong and Laurel 
Sullivan Ms. Sullivan was the person in charge of the MCCS project (the 
organization's Mission Corporate Category Sort-out, the purpose of which v --- 
to devise a new organizational structure to conceal L. Ron Hubbard's 
continued control 1 The affidavits state that the new church management 









seems to have returned to the basic and lawful policies and procedures as 
laid out by the founder of the religion, L. Ron Hubbard.' The affidavits 
conclude as follows: 'Because of the foregoing, I no longer have any conflict 
with the Church of Scientology or individual members affiliated with the 
Church. Accordingly I have executed a mutual release agreement with the 
Church of Scientology and sign this affidavit in order to signify that I have 
no quarrel with the Church of Scientology or any of its members.'" 
Fortunately the IRS did not give much weight to the affidavits, which had 
been used by one of the organization's spinoff corporations (COST) in 
immediate violation of the promise of Mr. Flynn that they would not be so 
used (para. 10 supra), stating at page 4 of its ruling that "(t]he fact that Mr. 
Armstrong and Ms. Sullivan elected to settle their personal differences with 
Scientology does not detract from the relevance of the statements they 
previously made concerning Mr. Hubbard's use of Scientology organizations 
to serve his private interest." 

22. During the April 24 and 25, 1990 deposition in Corydon I was 
shown and authenticated several documents, copies of three of which, all 
declarations filed in Armstrong, are attached hereto as Exhibits 0, P and 0. 
The declarations and their exhibits deal mainly with three major 
organization subjects: a. the use by the organization of supposedly 
confidential statements made by individuals undergoing organization 
therapy (auditing) against the individuals; b. obstruction of justice; c. "fan- 
game", pursuant to which the auditing confidentiality violations and the 
obstruction of justice are carried out. Fair game is the name given by L. Ron 
Hubbard to his philosophy of opportunistic hatred directed at anyone he 
didn't like. Over his entire adult life he used hatred and acts which flow 
from hatred (lying, cheating, stealing, compromising, entrapping, '.•bstiu-ving. 






bullying, blackmailing, destroying) as the solution to his problems -- with 
doctors, psychologists, government agencies, the courts, critics, his family 
and innocent individuals. The people who have replaced Mr, Hubbard since 
his retirement from active management employ the same philosphy of 
opportunistic hatred in dealing with the problems they inherited from him 
and those they created newly as they employed his fair game solution ! 
"have been the target of Hubbardian fair game for many years and have a 
deep understanding of the philosophy and acts which flow from it. In truth 
I do not represent the slightest threat to the organization. I do, however 
represent a threat to fair game by being willing to be its target. The 
organization will exist long after fair game is renounced and gone. The 
organization as a hate group cannot last because fair game is such a silly and 
ineffective philosophy. Fair play is a better deal. 

23 . Exhibit 0 is a declaration I executed on October 11, 1966 to show 
that the organization had violated the LA Superior Court's orders in 
Armstrong to produce the files its intelligence bureau maintained on me. 

The declaration details years of fair game operations directed at me and the 
organization's obstruction of legitimate discovery concerning the operations 
24 Exhibit P is a declaration I executed on November 1, 1966 and 
filed in support of an opposition to the organization's motion for summary 
adjudication. The declaration lays out my knowledge from 1969 through 
1966 of the fraud of promised sanctity of information divulged in auditing 
and the actual use made of this information pursuant to fair game 

25 . Exhibit Q is a declaration I executed on November 16, 1966 and 
filed in support of an opposition to the organization's motion to continue the 
trial of my cross-complaint which was then set for January 19, 1967 The 
declaration, which is the last I prepared prior to the December 1966 
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settlement, deals with the organization's obstruction of justice, acts of 
opportunistic hatred, and the alteration of my life by its acts. 

26. The Armstrong court file contains overwhelming proof that L. Ron 
Hubbard lied about his past, his status, his credentials, his health, his 
philosophy, the efficacy of his therapy, and his intent. The file contains 
overwhelming proof of fair game in action through this year, of the 
violations of auditing sanctity at least through 1966, and of organized 
obstruction of justice on a massive scale to this date. It contains the story of 
an individual of no particular power or position who spoke out against the 
lies and against fair game. It is a story of intelligence operations, black 
propaganda, threats, acts of violence, spiritual and psychological perversions, 
and bad apples from the lawyer barrel. It contains a picture of what may 
happen to anyone of no particular power or position who dares to speak out 
against lies and fair game. The contents of the file are relevant to anyone 
who was drawn into the organization, either as a client or as a staff member, 
by any representation made by the organization. The contents of the file are 
relevant to anyone who has ever undergone auditing (and everyone in the 
organization does) and to anyone who is considering becoming involved with 
the organization. The contents are relevant to anyone involved in litigation 
with the organization or seeking to correct the organization's abuses The file 
is relevant to the media, sociologists, psychologists, courts, law enforcement, 
and legislatures. 

27. The organization was given a period of years following the 
settlement to clean up its act. The other settling litigants and I honored our 
agreements, removing ourselves as threats and allowing the organization the 
■opportunity to change its combative attitude and behavior (see para o 
supra i. it did not use its opportunity for anvthmg but opportunism, "me- 






the settlement it has itself flagrantly violated court sealing orders, its 
lawyers have threatened me with lawsuits, it has continued its black 
propaganda attack on me, it has filed false affidavits about me, and it has 
used my good will to obstruct justice in countless courts. It is my opinion 
that full disclosure, including the unsealing of the Armstrong file and the 
publication of this and my other declarations, will not harm the organization 
in the least. It is my opinion that full disclosure will relieve the organization 
of the burden of concealing its fair game philosophy and its past, and relieve 
it of its unfounded fear of what disclosure might portend. And disclosure 
will eliminate possible further fair game acts to prevent disclosure It is my 
opinion that there need not be hostility to achieve peace. 

I declare under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of 
California that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed this 25 th day of December, 1990, at Sleepy Hollow, 

California. 


Gerald Armstrong 












MUTUAL RELEASE OF ALL CLAIMS AND SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 

1. This Mutual Release of All Claims and Settlement 
Agreement is made between Church of Scientology International 
(hereinafter "CSI") and Gerald Armstrong, (hereinafter 
"Plaintiff") Cross-Complainant in Gerald Armstrong v. Church 
of Scientology of California . Los Angeles Superior Court, 

Case No. 420 153. By this Agreement, Plaintiff hereby 
specifically waives and releases all claims he has or may have 
from the beginning of time to and including this date, 
including all causes of action of every kind and nature, 
known or unknown for acts and/or omissions against the 
officers, agents, representatives, employees, volunteers, 
directors, successors, assigns and legal counsel of CSI as 
well as the Church of Scientology of California, its officers, 
agents, representatives, employees, volunteers, directors, 
successors, assigns and legal counsel; Religious Technology 
Center, its officers, agents, representatives, employees, 
volunteers, directors, successors, assigns and legal counsel; 
all Scientology and Scientology affiliated organizations and 
entities and their officers, agents, representatives, 
employees, volunteers, directors, successors, assigns and 
legal counsel; Author Services, Inc., its officers, agents, 
representatives, employees, volunteers, directors, 
successors, assigns and legal counsel; L. Ron Hubbard, his 
heirs, beneficiaries, Estate and its executor; Author's 
Family Trust, its beneficiaries and its trustee; and Mary Sue 
Hubbard, (all hereinafter collectively referred to a 
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"Releasees"). The parties to this Agreement hereby agree as 
follows: 


2. It is understood that this settlement is a compromise 
of doubtful and disputed claims, and that any payment is not 
to be construed, and is not intended, as an admission of 
liability on the part of any party to this Agreement, 
specifically, the Releasees, by whom liability has been and 
continues to be expressly denied. In executing this 
settlement Agreement, Plaintiff acknowledges that he has 
released the organizations, individuals and entities listed 

in the above paragraph, in addition to those defendants 
actually named in the above lawsuit, because among other 
reasons, they are third party beneficiaries of this Agreement. 

3. Plaintiff has received payment of a certain monetary 
sum which is a portion of a total sum of money paid to his 
attorney, Michael J. Flynn. The total sum paid to Mr. Flynn 
is to settle all of the claims of Mr. Flynn's clients. 
Plaintiff's portion of said sum has been mutually agreed upon 
by Plaintiff and Michael J. Flynn. Plaintiff's signature 
below this paragraph acknowledges that Plaintiff is completely 
satisfied with the monetary consideration negotiated with and 
received by Michael J. Flynn. Plaintiff acknowledges that 
there has been a block settlement between Plaintiff's 
attorney, Michael J. Flynn, and the Church of Scientology 

and Churches and entities related to the Church 
of Scientology, concerning all of Mr. Flynn's clients who 
were in litigation with any Church of Scientology or related 
entity. Plaintiff has received a portion of this bl 







amount, the receipt of which he hereby acknowledges. 
Plaintiff understands that this amount is only a portion of 
the block settlement amount. The exact settlement sum 


received by Plaintiff is known only to Plaintiff and his 
attorney, Michael J. Flynn, and it is their wish that this 
remair remain confidential. 



Signature line" fdrt^ffefald Armstrong 


4. For and in consideration of the above described 
consideration, the mutual covenants, conditions and release 
contained herein, Plaintiff does hereby release, acquit and 
forever discharge, for himself, his heirs, successors, 
executors, administrators and assigns, the Releasees, 
including Church of Scientology of California, Church of 
Scientology International, Religious Technology Center, all 
Scientology and Scientology affiliated organizations and 
entities, Author Services, Inc. (and for each organization or 
entity, its officers, agents, representatives, employees, 
volunteers, directors, successors, assigns and legal 
counsel); L. Ron Hubbard, his heirs, beneficiaries, Estate 
and its executor; Author's Family Trust, its beneficiaries 
and trustee; and Mary Sue Hubbard, and each of them, of and 
from any and all claims, including, but not limited to, any 
claims or causes of action entitled Gerald Armstrong v. 

Church of Scientology of California . Los Angeles Superior 
Court, Case No. 420 153 and all demands, damages, actions and 


causes of actions of every kind and nature, 











for or because of any act or omission allegedly done by the 
Releasees, from the beginning of time to and including the date 
hereof. Therefore, Plaintiff does hereby authorize and direct 
his counsel to dismiss with prejudice his claims now pending in 
the above referenced action. The parties hereto will execute 
and cause to be filed a joint stipulation of dismissal in the 
fora of the one attached hereto as Exhibit "A". 

A. It is expressly understood by Plaintiff that this 
release and all of the terms thereof do not apply to the 
action brought by the Church of Scientology against Plaintiff 
for Conversion, Fraud and other causes of action, which 
action has already gone to trial and is presently pending 
before the Second District, Third Division of the California 
Appellate Court (Appeal No. B005912). The disposition of 
those claims are controlled by the provisions of the 
following paragraph hereinafter. 

B. As of the date this settlement Agreement is executed, 
there is currently an appeal pending before the California 
Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District, Division 3, 
arising out of the above referenced action delineated as 
Appeal No. B005912. It is understood that this appeal arises 
out of the Church of Scientology's complaint against 
Plaintiff which is not settled herein. This appeal shall be 
maintained notwithstanding this Agreement. Plaintiff 

agrees to waive any rights he may have to take any further 
appeals from any decision eventually reached by the Court of 
Appeal or any rights he may have to oppose (by responding brief 
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Scientology of California. The Church of Scientology of 
California shall have the right to file any further appeals it 
deems necessary. 

5. For and in consideration of the mutual covenants, 
conditions and release contained herein, and Plaintiff 
dismissing with prejudice the action Gerald Armstrong v. 

Church of Scientology of California . Los Angeles Superior 
Court, Case No. 420 153, the Church of Scientology of California 
does hereby release, acquit and forever discharge for itself, 
successors and assigns, Gerald Armstrong, his agents, 
representatives, heirs, successors, assigns, legal counsel and 
estate and each of them, of and from any and all claims, causes 
of action, demands, damages and actions of every kind and 
nature, known or unknown, for or because of any act or omission 
allegedly done by Gerald Armstrong from the beginning of time to 
and including the date hereof. 

6. In executing this Agreement, the parties hereto, and 
each of them, agree to and do hereby waive and relinquish all 
rights and benefits afforded under the provisions of Section 
1542 of the Civil Code of the State of California, which 
provides as follows: 

"A general release does not extend to claims which 
the creditor does not know or suspect to exist in 
his favor at the time of executing the release, 
which if known by him must have materially affected 
his settlement with the debtor.' 1 

7. Further, the undersigned hereby agree to the 
following: 

A. The liability for all claims is expressly denied by 


the parties herein released, and this final comprcmi 
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settlement thereof shall never be treated as an admission of 


liability or responsibility at any time for any purpose. 

B. Plaintiff has been fully advised and understands 
that the alleged injuries sustained by him are of such 
character that the full extent and type of injuries may not 
be known at the date hereof, and it is further understood 
that said alleged injuries, whether known or unknown at the 
date hereof, might possibly become progressively worse and 
that as a result, further damages may be sustained by 
Plaintiff; nevertheless, Plaintiff desires by this document 
to forever and fully release the Releasees. Plaintiff 
understands that by the execution of this release no further 
claims arising out of his experience with, or actions by, 
the Releasees, from the beginning of time to and including 
the date hereof, which may now exist or which may exist in 
the future may ever be asserted by him or on his behalf, 
against the Releasees. 

C. Plaintiff agrees to assume responsibility for 
the payment of any attorney fee, lien or liens, imposed 
against him past, present, or future, known or unknown, by 
any person, firm, corporation or governmental entity or agency 
as a result of, or growing out of any of the matters referred 
to in this release. Plaintiff further agrees to hold 
harmless the parties herein released, and each of them, of and 
from any liability arising therefrom. 

D. Plaintiff agrees never to create or publish or 
attempt to publish, and/or assist another to create for 


publication by means of magazine, article, book 
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similar form, any writing or to broadcast or to assist 
another to create, write, film or video tape or audio tape 
any show, program or movie, or to grant interviews or discuss 
with others, concerning their experiences with the Church of 
Scientology, or concerning their personal or indirectly 
acquired knowledge or information concerning the Church of 
Scientology, L. Ron Hubbard or any of the organizations, 
individuals and entities listed in Paragraph 1 above. 

Plaintiff further agrees that he will maintain strict 
confidentiality and silence with respect to his experiences 
with the Church of Scientology and any knowledge or 
information he may have concerning the Church of Scientology, 
L. Ron Hubbard, or any of the organizations, individuals and 
entities listed in Paragraph 1 above. Plaintiff expressly 
understands that the non-disclosure provisions of this 
subparagraph shall apply, inter alia, but not be limited, to 
the contents or substance of his complaint on file 
in the action referred to in Paragraph 1 hereinabove or any 
documents as defined in Appendix "A" to this Agreement, 
including but not limited to any tapes, films, photographs, 
recastings, variations or copies of any such materials which 
concern or relate to the religion of Scientology, L. Ron 
Hubbard, or any of the organizations, individuals, or entities 
listed in Paragraph 1 above. The attorneys for Plaintiff, 
subject to the ethical limitations restraining them as 
promulgated by the state or federal regulatory associations 
or agencies, agree not to disclose any of the terms and 
conditions of the settlement negotiations, amount of 
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settlement, or statements made by either party during 
settlement conferences. Plaintiff agrees that if the terms of 
this paragraph are breached by him, that CSI and the other 
Releasees would be entitled to liquidated damages in the 
amount of $50,000 for each such breach. All monies received 
to induce or in payment for a breach of this Agreement, or 
any part thereof, shall be held in a constructive trust 
pending the outcome of any litigation over said breach. The 
amount of liquidated damages herein is an estimate of the 
damages that each party would suffer in the event this 
Agreement is breached. The reasonableness of the amount of 
such damages are hereto acknowledged by Plaintiff. 

E. With exception to the items specified in Paragraph 7(L), 
Plaintiff agrees to return to the Church of Scientology 
International at the time of the consummation of this Agreement, 
all materials in his possession, custody or control (or within 
the possession, custody or control of his attorney, as well as 
third parties who are in possession of the described documents), 
of any nature, including originals and all copies or summaries 
of documents defined in Appendix "A" to this Agreement, 
including but not limited to any tapes, computer disks, films, 
photographs, recastings, variations or copies of any such 
materials which concern or relate to the religion of 
Scientology, L. Ron Hubbard or any of the organizations, 
individuals or entities listed in Paragraph 1 above, all 
evidence of any nature, including evidence obtained from the 
named defendants through discovery, acquired for the purposes of 


this lawsuit or any lawsuit, or acquired for any othc 


urpose 
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concerning any Church of Scientology, any financial or 
administrative materials concerning any Church of Scientology, 
and any materials relating personally to L. Ron Hubbard, his 
family, or his estate. In addition to the documents and other 
items to be returned to the Church of Scientology International 
listed above and in Appendix "A", Plaintiff agrees to return the 
following: 

(a) All originals and copies of the manuscript for the 
work "Excalibur" writteh by L. Ron Hubbard; 

(b) All originals and copies of documents conmonly known 
as the "Affirmations" written by L. Ron Hubbard; and 

(c) All documents and other items surrendered to the 
Court by Plaintiff and his attorneys pursuant to Judge Cole's 
orders of August 24, 1982 and September 4, 1982 and all 
documents and other items taken by the Plaintiff from either 
the Church of Scientology or Omar Garrison. This includes 
all documents and items entered into evidence or marked 

for identification in Church of Scientology of California 
v. Gerald Armstrong . Case No. C 420 153. Plaintiff 
and his attorney will execute a Joint Stipulation or such 
other documents as are necessary to obtain these documents 
from the Court. In the event any documents or other items 
are no longer in the custody or control of the Los Angeles 
Superior Court, Plaintiff and his counsel will assist the 
Church in recovering these documents as quickly as possible, 
including but not limited to those tapes and other documents 
now in the possession of the United States District Court 
in the case of United States v. Zolin , Case No. CV 
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85—0440-HLH(Tx), presently on appeal in the Ninth Circuit Court 
of Appeals. In the event any of these documents are currently 
lodged with the Court of Appeal, Plaintiff and his attorneys 
will cooperate in recovering those documents as soon as the 
Court of Appeal issues a decision on the pending appeal. 

To the extent that Plaintiff does not possess or control 
documents within categories A-C above. Plaintiff recognizes his 
continuing duty to return to CSI any and all documents that fall 
within categories A-C above which do in the future come into his 
possession or control. 

F. Plaintiff agrees that he will never again seek or 
obtain spiritual counselling or training or any other service 
from any Church of Scientology, Scientologist, Dianetics or 
Scientology auditor, Scientology minister, Mission of 
Scientology, Scientology organization or Scientology 
affiliated organization. 

G. Plaintiff agrees that he will not voluntarily 
assist or cooperate with any person adverse to Scientology in 
any proceeding against any of the Scientology organizations, 
individuals, or entities listed in Paragraph 1 above. 

Plaintiff also agrees that he will not cooperate in any 
manner with any organizations aligned against Scientology. 

H. Plaintiff agrees not to testify or otherwise 

participate in any other judicial, administrative or 
legislative proceeding adverse to Scientology or any of the 
Scientology Churches, individuals or entities listed in 
Paragraph 1 above unless compelled to do so by lawful 
subpoena or other lawful process. Plaintiff shal ake 
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himself amenable to service of any such subpoena in a manner 
which invalidates the intent of this provision. Unless 
required to do so by such subpoena. Plaintiff agrees not to 
discuss this litigation or his experiences with and 
knowledge of the Church with anyone other than members of 
his immediate family. As provided hereinafter in Paragraph 
18(d), the contents of this Agreement may not be disclosed. 

I. The parties hereto agree that in the event of any 
future litigation between Plaintiff and any of the 
organizations, individuals or entities listed in Paragraph 1 
above, that any past action or activity, either alleged in 
this lawsuit or activity similar in fact to the evidence that 
was developed during the course of this lawsuit, will not be 
used by either party against the other in any future 
litigation. In other words, the "slate" is wiped clean 
concerning past actions by any party. 

J. It is expressly understood and agreed by Plaintiff 
that any dispute between Plaintiff and his counsel as to the 
proper division of the sum paid to Plaintiff by his attorney 
of record is between Plaintiff and his attorney of record 
and shall in no way affect the validity of this Mutual 
Release of All Claims and Settlement Agreement. 

K. Plaintiff hereby acknowledges and affirms that 
he is not under the influence of any drug, narcotic, 
alcohol or other mind-influencing substance, condition or 
ailment such that his ability to fully understand the 
meaning of this Agreement and the significance thereof is 
adversely affected. 
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L. Notwithstanding the provisions of Paragraph 7(E) 
above, Plaintiff shall be entitled to retain any artwork 
created by him which concerns or relates to the religion of 
Scientology, L. Ron Hubbard or any of the organizations, 
individuals or entities listed in Paragraph 1 above provided 
that such artwork never be disclosed either directly or 
indirectly, to anyone. In the event of a disclosure in breach 
of this Paragraph 7(L), Plaintiff shall be subject to the 
liquidated damages and constructive trust provisions of 
Paragraph 7(D) for each such breach. 

8. Plaintiff further agrees that he waives and 
relinquishes any right or claim arising out of the conduct of 
any defendant in this case to date, including any of the 
organizations, individuals or entities as set forth in 
Paragraph 1 above, and the named defendants waive and 
relinquish any right or claim arising out of the conduct of 
Plaintiff to date. 

9. This Mutual Release of All Claims and Settlement 
Agreement contains the entire agreement between the parties 
hereto, and the terms of this Agreement are contractual and 
not a mere recital. This Agreement may be amended only by a 
written instrument executed by Plaintiff and CSI. The 
parties hereto have carefully read and understand the 
contents of this Mutual Release of All Claims and Settlement 
Agreement and sign the same of their own free will, and it is 
the intention of the parties to be legally bound hereby. No 
other prior or contemporaneous agreements, oral or written, 
respecting such matters, 





incorporated herein shall be deemed to in any way exist or 
bind any of the parties hereto. 

10. Plaintiff agrees that he will not assist or advise 
anyone, including individuals, partnerships, associations, 
corporations, or governmental agencies contemplating any 
claim or engaged in litigation or involved in or 
contemplating any activity adverse to the interests of any 
entity or class of persons listed above in Paragraph 1 of 
this Agreement. 

11. The parties to this Agreement acknowledge the 
following: 

A. That all parties enter into this Agreement freely, 
voluntarily, knowingly and willingly, without any threats, 
intimidation or pressure of any kind whatsoever and 
voluntarily execute this Agreement of their own free will; 

B. That all parties have conducted sufficient 
deliberation and investigation, either personally or through 
other sources of their own choosing, and have obtained advice 
of counsel regarding the terms and conditions set forth 
herein, so that they may intelligently exercise their own 
judgment in deciding whether or not to execute this 
Agreement; and 

C. That all parties have carefully read this Agreement 
and understand the contents thereof and that each reference 
in this Agreement to any party includes successors, assigns, 
principals, agents and employees thereof. 

12. Each party shall bear its respective costs with 
respect to the negotiation and drafting of this Agreement and 
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all acts required by the terms hereof to be undertaken and 
performed by that party. 

13. To the extent that this Agreement inures to the 
benefit of persons or entities not signatories hereto, this 
Agreement is hereby declared to be made for their respective 
benefits and uses. 

14. The parties shall execute and deliver all documents 
and perform all further acts that may be reasonably necessary 
to effectuate the provisions of this Agreement. 

15. This Agreement shall not be construed against the 
party preparing it, but shall be construed as if both parties 
prepared this Agreement. This Agreement shall be construed 
and enforced in accordance with the laws of the State of 
California. 

16. In the event any provision hereof be unenforceable, 
such provision shall not affect the enforceability of any 
other provision hereof. 

17. All references to the plural shall include the 
singular and all references to the singular shall include the 
plural. All references to gender shall include both the 
masculine and feminine. 

18. (A) Each party warrants that they have received 
independent legal advice from their attorneys with respect to 
the advisability of making the settlement provided for herein 
and in executing this Agreement. 

(B) The parties hereto (including any officer, agent, 
employee, representative or attorney of or for any party) 
acknowledge that they have not made any statement, 
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representation or promise to the other party regarding any 
fact material to this Agreement except as expressly set forth 
herein. Furthermore, except as expressly stated in this 
Agreement, the parties in executing this Agreement do not rely 
upon any statement, representation or promise by the other 
party (or of any officer, agent, employee, representative or 
attorney for the other party). 

(C) The persons signing this Agreement have the full 
right and authority to enter into this Agreement on behalf of 
the parties for whom they are signing. 

(D) The parties hereto and their respective attorneys 
each agree not to disclose the contents of this executed 
Agreement. Nothing herein shall be construed to prevent any 
party hereto or his respective attorney from stating that 
this civil action has been settled in its entirety. 

(E) The parties further agree to forbear and refrain 
from doing any act or exercising any right, whether existing 
now or in the future, which act or exercise is inconsistent 
with this Agreement. 

19. Plaintiff has been fully advised by his counsel as 
to the contents of this document and each provision hereof. 
Plaintiff hereby authorizes and directs his counsel to 
dismiss with prejudice his claims now pending in the action 
entitled Gerald Armstrong v. Church of Scientology of 
California , Los Angeles Superior Court, Case No. 420 153. 

20. Notwithstanding the dismissal of the lawsuit 
pursuant to Paragraph 4 of this Agreement, the parties hereto 
agree that the Los Angeles Superior Court shall re 
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jurisdiction to enforce the terms of this Agreement. This 
Agreement may be enforced by any legal or equitable remedy, 
including but not limited to injunctive relief or declaratory 
judgment where appropriate. In the event any party to this 
Agreement institutes any action to preserve, to protect or to 
enforce any right or benefit created hereunder, the 
prevailing party in any such action shall be entitled to the 
costs of suit and reasonable attorney's fees. 

21. This Agreement may be executed in two or more 
counterparts, each of which shall be deemed to be a duplicate 
original, but all of which, together, shall constitute one 
and the same instrument. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have e^ecated 
this Agreement, on the date opposite the-ir^fiartes./ 1 Z__ 


Dated: 




pfiRALD ARHSTRO; 
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INTERNATIONAL^ 

















IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
SECOND APPELLATE DISTRICT 
DIVISION FOUR 
Civ. No. B 038975 
(Super. Ct. No. C420153) 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA 
and MARY SUE HUBBARD, 

Appellants, 

-against- 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, 

Defendant. 


BENT CORYDON, 

Appellee. 


Appeal from Superior Court of California 
County of Los Angeles 
Judge Bruce R. Geernaert 


APPELLANTS' OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S 
PETITION FOR PERMISSION TO FILE 
RESPONSE AND FOR TIME TO FILE 


Defendant Gerald Armstrong, who did not participate in 
the proceedings below upon which these appeals are based and who 
took no appeal from the underlying orders below, has sought 
leave for permission to file a brief herein and for an extension 
of 60 days in which to do so. Defendant's petition for leave 
should be denied, for the reasons stated below: 
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1. This appeal and cross-appeal are from orders of 
the Superior Court below granting in part and denying in part 
the applications of Bent Corydon to unseal the file in this 
case. The file in this case was sealed pursuant to a settlement 
agreement and stipulation entered into, through counsel, by the 
plaintiffs Church of Scientology of California and Mary Sue 
Hubbard, on the one hand, and the defendant, Gerald Armstrong, 
on the other hand. As set forth in the appellants' briefs 
herein, the sealing of the file was an essential part of the 
settlement agreement, pursuant to which Mr. Armstrong received a 
substantial sum of money in settlement of his cross-complaint. 

Mr. Armstrong thereby explicitly agreed to, and 
thereby waived any objection to, the sealing of the file herein. 
He has no recognizable interest in the outcome of this appeal. 

2. Mr. Armstrong's counsel of record in this case was 
informed and aware of the proceedings below initiated by Mr. 
Corydon. Counsel for appellants, indeed, mailed complete sets 
of all such papers to Mr. Armstrong's counsel. Mr. Armstrong, 
through his counsel, did not participate in the proceedings 
below, and chose not to notice an appeal from any of the orders 
entered below. 

Mr. Armstrong did file a pleading in this Court 
objecting to the inclusion of certain exhibits to a document 
filed by Mr. Corydon on December 23, 1988, and asking this Court 
to seal those exhibits. Significantly, in his pleading Mr. 
Armstrong supported the position of the appellants herein, 
stating: "Numerous materials in the Armstrong case filed [sic] 
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were sealed at the behest of both parties as part of the 
settlement of the case. That sealing was an intrical [sic] part 
of the settlement, which settlement should not be undone.* 

This appeal thereafter has proceeded with full 
briefing by the parties, the last brief having been filed on 
January 18, 1990. Now, over one month later, Mr. Armstrong 

seeks 60 days to file a brief in a proceeding over which he has 

exhibited little concern and asserted no legal interest, other 
than to maintain the seal on the file. In seeking such relief, 
Mr. Armstrong has apparently fired his counsel of record and is 
purportedly proceeding pro se , while stating that he hopes to 
retain new counsel in the future. 

Mr. Armstrong has provided no reasons why he should be 
permitted to delay the proceedings in this appeal at this late 
date. He has not identified what interests he wishes to assert. 
He has not stated why he did not instruct his attorneys of 

record to file or seek to file a brief at the proper stages of 

this appeal. 

Mr. Armstrong's request should be denied because of 
his failure to participate or assert an interest in the 
proceedings below, because he has waived whatever interest he 
may have, and because his application is untimely. 

3. Mr. Armstrong further states that he is barred 
from filing a brief by the settlement agreement which he entered 
into in this case. Mr. Armstrong did waive the right to file 
any further briefs in opposition to positions asserted by the 
appellants arising out of this case. He did so freely and in 
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substantial settlement of his cross-complaint. He has stated no 
reason to be relieved from his prior agreement. 

CONCLUSION 


For the reasons stated above, Mr. Armstrong's 
"petition* should be denied in all respects. 

Respectfully submitted, 

- 

ERIC M. LIEBERMAN 
RABINOWITZ, BOUDIN, STANDARD, 
KRINSKY & LIEBERMAN 
740 Broadway - Fifth Floor 
New York, New York 10003-9518 
(212) 254-0111 

MICHAEL LEE HERTZBERG 
740 Broadway - Fifth Floor 
New York, New York 10003-9518 
(212) 982-9870 

Counsel for Appellants 


Dated: March 6, 1990 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


STATE OF NEW YORK ) 

) ss. : 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK) 

Simone Leak, being duly sworn deposes and says, that 
she is not a party to the action, is over 18 years of age and 
resides in New York, New York. That on the 6th day of March, 
1990, she served the within Appellants 7 Opposition to 
Defendant's Petition for Permission to File Response and for 
Time to File upon: 

CLERK OF THE SUPERIOR COURT 

111 North Hill Street 

Los Angeles, California 90012 

TOBY L. PLEVIN, ESQ. 

6380 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 1600 
Los Angeles, California 90048 

PAUL MORANTZ, ESQ. 

P.O. Box 511 

Pacific Palisades, California 90272 

MICHAEL J. FLYNN, ESQ. 

FLYNN, SHERIDAN & TABB 

One Boston Place, 26th Floor 

Boston, Massachusetts 02108 

JULIA DRAGOJEVIC, ESQ. 

CONTOS & BUNCH 

5855 Topanga Canyon Blvd., #400 
Woodland Hills, California 91367 

GERALD ARMSTRONG 

6838 Charing Cross Road 

Berkeley, California 94705 

the addresses designated by said attorneys for that 
purpose, by depositing a true copy of same enclosed in a post¬ 
paid properly addressed wrapper, in a post office official 





depository under the exclusive care and custody of the United 
States Postal Service within the State of New York. 


\ I 

Wt 



SIMONE LEAK 



Sworn to before me 

this 6th day of March, 1990 




NOTARY PUBLIC 

TERRY GROSS 

Notary Rutolfc. Stato at Naw Work 
No. 31-4942893 
Qualified in Now York County 
Oommroatoo Expires October 11, ISlL*. 
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IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
SECOND APPELLATE DISTRICT 
DIVISION FOUR 
Civ. No. B 036975 
(Super. Ct. NO.C420153 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA 
and MARY SUE HUBBARD, 

Appellants, 

-against- 

GERALD ARMSTRONG 

Defendant. 


BENT CORYDON, 

Appellee. 


Appeal from Superior Court of California 
County of Los Angeles 
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TO PETITION FOR PERMISSION TO FILE 
RESPONSE AND FOR TIME 











I apologize for the thickness of this book, especially when appellants 
opposition is but four pages. I am hoping that the complexity of this matter 

excuses to some extent my literary burden upon the court. 

Forming the bulk of this reply is my declaration of March 15, 1990, 
which, although not prepared specifically to support this reply, provides 
many of the facts underlying the issues appellants have raised in their 
opposition and makes my position and why I am before this court in this 
manner understandable. 

Turning to appellants' reasons why my petition should be denied: 

1. It has become apparent to me that sealing the court file in this case 
has come to be an obstruction of justice. I believe I have a right to not 
obstruct justice. I do not agree that the sealing of the court file was essential 
to the settlement. 

The validity of the settlement agreement is in question as shown in 
my March 15 declaration. Appellants have used the agreement to obstruct 
justice and to attempt to re-write history, including my own history. I 
therefore have a strong interest in the outcome of this appeal. 

2. I did not fire Michael Flynn, my counsel of record in this case. It is 
my understanding that Mr. Flynn and all the lawyers in his law firm and all 
the lawyers involved in the litigation against the various Scientology 
organizations, hereinafter called "the organization," in the Contos & Bunch 
firm, which also represented me in the underlying case, are barred by 
agreement with the organization as part of the December 1966 settlement 
from further representation of anyone involved in litigation against the 
organization. 

Since the settlement, moreover, each of these lawyers has expressed 
to me in some way an unwillingness to ever become involved again. Mr 





Flynn, the moving spirit in the pre-settlement litigation, has been emphatic 
on tins point. The organization and its lawyers attacks on Mr. Flynn are 
legendary; and each of the lawyers who represented me in the underlying 
case experienced the organization's abusive use of law and threatening 
conduct. 

After the settlement I continued to communicate with lawyers from 
both Flynn, Sheridan & Tabb and Contos & Bunch as circumstances 
demanded. I consider all of these lawyers among my closest and most 
trusted friends, and I consider them my lawyers. But for Scientology-related 
matters they have not represented me since the settlement. 

Legal representation was not an issue, however, until October 196 Q 
when I again became intensely involved with the organization as my 
declaration shows. At that time both Mr. Flynn and I advised Larry Heller, a 
supervising organization attorney, that Mr. Flynn was not representing me 
and that I did not have a lawyer for organization matters (see paragraphs e 
and 5 of my declaration). 

Over the next few months Flynn, Sheridan & Tabb and Contos & Bunch 
sent me the various post-settlement documents concerning me which they 
had received in their offices. On January 16, 1990 I received appellants 
opening brief in their appeal No. B 025920 in Division Three. At that point I 
began to research my rights and responsibilities in that appeal. On January 
30 I received appellants' reply brief and response to cross-appeal in this 
appeal before this court. I have also now received appellants' opening brief, 
but have not received Bent Corydon's respondent's brief, although I expect to 
receive it in the next few days. 

On February 26 my petition for permission to file a respondent's brief 
was filed in the appeal in Division Three, and on March 1 my petition was 
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filed in this appeal The Division 3 Court granted my petition on March Q 
and gave me 60 days from that date to file a response 

At this time I am unable to pay an attorney to help with my 
immediate organization-related legal matters: the Division Three appeal, this 
appeal, and an action to clarify the settlement terms. I have an attorney 
who represents me in other matters, who is already educated in my history 
and the facts and issues in the appeals and settlement, and who will help me 
if I can come up with a $20,000 retainer. I cannot imagine a presently 
uneducated lawyer doing the work for less so I have not wasted time looking 
for cheaper legal help. I cannot in any event at the present time afford that 
either. It is for this reason I am proceeding pro se. If I can raise an 
adequate retainer I will have an attorney of record in this appeal. 

Regarding the document entitled 'Response of Gerald Armstrong to 
Opposition Filed By Real Party in Interest, Bent Corydon," which was filed in 
this appeal on December 26, 1966,1 had thought that whatever Mr. Flynn 
was going to file was going to be hli statement of hi£ position. He had asked 
me if I would file something for the organization and I had said no (see my 
declaration, paragraphs 40-42). I believe Mr. Flynn was acting to protect me 
and William Franks, another client of Mr. Flynn and participant in the 
settlement, since the organization had threatened to sue us at that time if we 
did not file a document supporting their position. 

The preparation of legal documents, even to achieve the obviously un- 
lawyer-like product I have placed before this court, is not a simple nor quick 
task for me. And I have a full-time life in addition to document preparation. 
60 days from the date of granting of my petition for the filing of a 
responsive document is a reasonable request. 





5 The reasons I should be relieved from the restrictions of the 
settlement I have stated in my declaration: a. the organization has itself 

acted to invalidate the settlement agreement; b. the organization has used 
the agreement to obstruct justice and violate individuals' civil rights; and 
c. the restrictions are themselves against public policy. 

The reasons I should be specifically excused from any waiver of my 
right to file a response in this appeal are: a. I was not aware of any such 
right at the time of the settlement; b. I have an interest in the outcome of 
this appeal; c. I have evidence which is relevant to this appeal, and c. I 
would be assisting this court and serving justice by responding 

CONCLUSION 



Berkeley, CA 94705 
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Dated: March 23, 1990 
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TOBY L. PLEVIN 

ATTORNEY AT LAW 

6380 WILSHIRE BLVD, SUITE 1600 

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90048 

(213) 655-3183 

Attorney for Plaintiff and ^ 

Cross Defendant ^ ^ 'Z ^ 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


BENT CORYDON, 

Plaintiff, 


vs. 


3HURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL, INC., et 


Defendants 


_ ) 

) 

VND RELATED CROSS ACTIONS ) 
_) 


CASE NO. C 694401 
NOTICE OF MOTION AND 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER DIRECTING 
NON-INTERFERENCE WITH 
WITNESSES AND DISQUALIFICATION 
OF COUNSEL; DECLARATIONS OF 
TOBY L. PLEVIN AND BENT 
CORYDON; REQUEST FOR 
SANCTIONS 

Date: April 3, 1990 
Time: 9:00 a.m. 

Dept: 44 


TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR COUNSEL OF RECORD: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT ON April 3, 1990, at 9:00 a.m. or as 
ioon thereafter as counsel may be heard in Dept. 44 of the above 
entitled court, plaintiff will move this Court for an order, 
mrsuant to C.C.P. 128(a)(5) enjoining you, your agents, 

;ervants, assignees and all those acting in concert with you from 
:onnnunicating with witnesses who have been subpoenaed by 
ilaintiff for deposition or testimony in this action who are 
ignatories to any settlement agreement, and/or release with you 
nd/or from representing witnesses or paying attorneys to 
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represent witnesses at such depositions. The same order shall be 
sought as to signatories to any such agreement or release who 
have not yet been subpoenaed. 

This motion will be based on this notice of motion, the 
declarations of Gerald Armstrong, Toby L. Plevin, Bent Corydon, 
and the exhibits hereto and is made on the ground that such 
conduct threatens the integrity of these proceedings in a manner 
for which Corydon has no adequate recourse and that such an order 
authorized by C.C.P. 128(a)(5) under which this Court has the 
power 

"To control in furtherance of justice, the conduct of 
its ministerial officers and of all other persons in 
any manner connected with a judicial proceeding 
before it in every matter pertaining thereto." 


Dated: 


Toby L. Plevin, Attorney for 
Plaintiff. 
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I. IT IS GROSSLY IMPROPER FOR DEFENSE COUNSEL TO 

REPRESENT DEPONENTS WHOSE TESTIMONY HE SOUGHT TO 
PREVENT TO PROTECT HIS OTHER CLIENTS. IN ADDITION TO 
AN IMPROPER APPEARANCE, THE CONDUCT, AS DESCRIBED BY 


GERALD ARMSTRONG, IS CRIMINAL INTERFERENCE WITH A 
WITNESS . 1 

II. CONTRARY TO DEFENDANTS' ASSERTIONS, THE SETTLEMENT 
AGREEMENTS ARE NOT LEGAL AND HAVE NOT BEEN APPROVED 

BY THE COURTS. 9 
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I. IT IS GROSSLY IMPROPER FOR DEFENSE COUNSEL TO 
REPRESENT DEPONENTS WHOSE TESTIMONY HE SOUGHT TO 
PREVENT TO PROTECT HIS OTHER CLIENTS. IN ADDITION TO 
AN IMPROPER APPEARANCE, THE CONDUCT, AS DESCRIBED BY 
GERALD ARMSTRONG, IS CRIMINAL INTERFERENCE WITH A 
WITNESS 

On October 31, 1989, the Church of Scientology filed a Motion 
for Protective Order to prevent plaintiff Bent Corydon from 
deposing certain witnesses with highly relevant evidence. Prior 
to filing that motion, these defendants, through attorney 
Lawrence Heller, had threatened in writing to sue Corydon's 
counsel for attempting to serve the witnesses with deposition 
subpoenas. (See letter of November 3, 1989 from Lawrence E. 

Heller page 2, paragraph 3, attached hereto as Exhibit A). In 
another letter, he threatened to seek sanctions if the deposition 
of Gerald Armstrong were ever to go forward. (See letter of 
October 17, 1989 of Lawrence E. Heller attached hereto as Exhibit 
B, page 1, paragraph 4). In his opposition to the motion Corydon 
enumerated the several areas those witnesses were to testify 
about which are damaging to Scientology. The Court denied the 
motion and observed that the defendants could not make a contract 
to prevent percipient witnesses from testifying. (Plevin 
Declaration paragraph 2). 

Heller (who had drafted the Motion for Protective Order)^ and 
the Church of Scientology based the motion and the threats of 
retaliation upon their contractual arrangements with the 
prospective witnesses under which the witnesses (many of whom had 
previously given damaging testimony against Scientology) are 


x See Heller Declaration, attached hereto as Exhibit C, 
which was attached to his Motion for Protective Order. 
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required to keep silent about their knowledge of these defendants 
unless subpoenaed but which also requires them to avoid service 
of process. Heller had also been a principal draftsman of those 
agreements (see Exhibit C) which contain liquidated damages 
clauses providing for substantial penalties in the event of 
breach. (See Armstrong Settlement Agreement, Exhibit D hereto, 
paragraph 7D, page 7). 

Given this background, it is undisputed both that the testimony 
of these witnesses has been sought because it is detrimental to 
defendants and also that defendants will go to great lengths to 
prevent that testimony. Accordingly, when the same attorney who 
had drafted the confidentiality agreements, and who had 
threatened to sue Corydon's attorney and who had so vociferously 
opposed these depositions, then appeared at the depositions as 
counsel for two of the witnesses who are subject to silencing 
agreements, Ron DeWolf and Howard E. Schomer, it became 


2 

A true copy of the agreement between Gerald Armstrong and 
a long list of Scientology organizations and individuals is 
attached hereto as Exhibit D. It has been authenticated by the 
Armstrong Declaration (Exhibit E hereto) and it states in 
pertinent part: 

"Plaintiff agrees not to testify or otherwise 
participate in any other judicial, 
administrative or legislative proceeding 
adverse to Scientology or any of the 
Scientology Churches, individuals or entities 
listed in Paragraph 1 above unless compelled 
to do so by lawful subpoena or other lawful 

process. Plaintiff shall not make himself 

amenable to service of any such subpoena in a 

manner which invalidates the intent of this 

provision ... 11 (emphasis added). 

Because of the voluminous nature of the exhibits to the 
Armstrong declaration, the exhibits are not attached herewith 
but have been separately filed in the record. The Armstrong 
Settlement Agreement is Exhibit R to his declaration. 
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reasonable to question whether some effort is under way to 
prevent the witnesses from testifying fully and to prevent 

"3 

Corydon from obtaining evidence. 

It is anticipated that Heller and the defendants will contend 
that their sole purpose in approaching Mr. Schomer and Mr. DeWolf 
and offering to represent them without payment was to prevent 
discussion of the confidential settlement agreement which was 
subpoenaed. However, Armstrong states that the defendants 
(through Heller) wanted to prevent disclosure of much more than 
just the Settlement Agreement. In paragraph 7 of his declaration 
he states that Heller "had a problem with (his) responding to 
deposition questions concerning such things as Hubbard's 
misrepresentations or (his) period as Mr. Hubbard's archivist." 
These subjects are central to the proof of the defamation claims 
and Scientology's specific intent to interfere with publication 
of Corydon's book as well as other factual issues in this 

A 

lawsuit. Furthermore, given the bad faith exemplified by the 


^In fact, since Mr. Schomer, one of the witnesses, 
testified that he was not paying for Heller's services and that 
he assumed the defendants herein were paying, the obvious 
question that the testimony has been tainted must be given even 
further weight. (See Excerpts from Schomer Deposition, 
attached hereto as Exhibit F, at pages marked 24, line 22 to 
24.) Ron DeWolf, the son of L. Ron Hubbard, was recently 
deposed in this case in Carson City, Nevada. Heller 
represented DeWolf. The same reasons for which Heller's 
representation of Schomer is improper, so is his representation 
of Ron DeWolf. DeWolf's settlement with the Church occurred 
approximately six months before the group settlement of 1986 
but is believed to contain the same proscriptions. Plaintiff 
asks this Court herewith for leave to re-depose DeWolf and to 
be compensated by Heller for all the costs and fees associated 
with the original deposition. 

4 

In addition, Corydon's attorney stated in oral argument on 
the Motion for Protective Order that the sole purpose for 
subpoenaing the agreements was to discover whether they 
contained any terms which might indicate a concealment of 

1 *2 
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objections interposed by Heller (that will be further described 
infra)/ that position is simply not credible. 

Under these circumstances, plaintiff's counsel extensively 
questioned Schomer at his deposition regarding the circumstances 
of his retaining Heller. In response, Mr. Schomer denied that he 
was threatened with a lawsuit for breach of contract if he 
testified. However, he also testified that he agreed to let 
Heller represent him because he was "concerned" that he would be 
sued if he violated the settlement agreement which required him 
"not to discuss things about the Church (of Scientology)". 

Schomer Excerpts, Exhibit F page 43, line 12 through page 44, 
line 12. He also testified that Heller told him that if he 
testified, Heller would consider it a breach of contract. 

(Exhibit F, page 73, lines 21—23)Thus, even assuming arguendo 


evidence or obstruction of justice. Other terms such as the 
amount of the settlement or other usual settlement terms could 
be deleted. If Heller's concern was truly only to prevent 
inquiry into the valid terms of the settlement agreement that 
could have been done by agreement without his representing 
Schomer and without a motion for protective order. 

^In spite of Schomer's denial of overt threats, these 
responses demonstrate not only that his entire testimony is 
being given under fear of a lawsuit but also that it is subject 
to the advice of the attorney who drafted that agreement to 

protect other Scientology clients . This suggests that the 
entire testimony is tainted. This concern is made the more 
tangible by the fact that Schomer had previously testified at a 
trial against Scientology that he was afraid for his life after 
escaping from Scientology (he had been under guard for three 
weeks) but now can't recall that testimony . See Schomer 
Excerpts, Exhibit I, page 3856 to page 3860 and further 
discussion, infra. Schomer also stated that Heller had not 
informed him that he represents Author Service Inc. in this 
lawsuit (the specific Scientology entity that Schomer had 
previously worked for). Accordingly, thereafter, when, after 
prompting by Heller, Schomer said that any possible conflicts 
had been waived, that answer must be viewed with suspicion 
(Exhibit F, page 78, line 14 - page 79, line 25). 
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that the only prior communication between Mr. Heller and the 
witnesses Schomer and DeWolf included some references to the 
witnesses' concern that they not violate the silencing provisions 
of the settlement agreement, nevertheless, such representation 
raises concern about the integrity of the deposition and the 
propriety of Heller's conduct. But that is not all there is : 

The declaration of Gerald Armstrong demonstrates that the 
communication with the witnesses may involve more than merely an 
improper appearance. At least as to Armstrong, the direct 
threats were communicated and an express intent to obstruct 
discovery was stated. 

The Declaration of Gerald Armstrong dated March 15, 1990, 

Exhibit E hereto, states that Mr. Heller called Armstrong after 
he had been subpoenaed and asked whether he would be represented 
by counsel for the deposition. When told no, Mr. Heller then 
offered to have his client pay for Armstrong's attorney provided 
that: 


"the attorney would do what [Heller's] client wanted. 

He said that to maintain the settlement agreement... 
[Armstrong] should refuse to answer the deposition 
questions and force Mr. Corydon to get an order from 
the court compelling [Armstrong] to answer." 

(Exhibit E, paragraph 4). 

At paragraph 7 Armstrong relates this threat from Heller in 
another conversation: 

"He said I had a contractual obligation and the 
organization [Scientology] which it had paid a lot of 
money for, not to divulge confidential information 
and that if I answered I would have breached the 
settlement and may get sued." 

At paragraph 44 Armstrong states that on a third occasion Heller 
asked him to provide an untruthful declaration to help prevent 
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his deposition from going forward. When Armstrong refused Heller 
again alluded to the contractual obligation not to testify. 

While these assertions are extraordinary, they can not be 
dismissed in light of (1) Heller's written threats to Corydon's 
attorney, (2) the entire history of "fair game" against enemies 
of Scientology,^ (3) Schomer's admitted fear, and (4) the entire 
purpose of the Settlement Agreements (as more fully described 
infra ). Furthermore, they are consistent with Armstrong's prior 
experience with Scientology and its attorneys. 

For example, at paragraph 40 Armstrong relates that his prior 
refusal to cooperate with a Church request following the 
settlement led to threats by Church attorneys to disclose 
embarrassing personal information. And, at paragraph 43 he 
states that in November 1989, after receiving the deposition 
subpoena in this case , he received a video tape of himself in the 
mail that had been introduced into evidence against him 
previously by the Church of Scientology. It came together with 
the business card of the private investigator who had done the 
videotaping. It is hard to imagine a more chilling scenario than 
to receive that sort of "We're watching you" threat in the mail. 

Denounced as an enemy of Scientology in 1982 by their 
publication declaring him a "suppressive person", Mr. Armstrong 
was a victim of intense fair game activity up until his 


^The fair game policy was recently described in 
Wollersheim v. Church of Scientology of California (1989) 212 
Cal.App3d 372 in which the Second District Court of Appeal 
stated, "As described in the evidence at this trial the fair 
game policy neutralized the heretic by stripping [(a) person] 
of his or her economic, political, and psychological power." 
Id. 
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I 

settlement with Scientology in December of 1989. His breaking 
silence now demonstrates remarkable courage. If neither DeWolf 
nor Schomer is capable of such courage, that means they are only 
human. However, this Court does not have to sit back and ignore 
the threats to the truth-finding process that are inherent in 
fair game policy. 

Heller put the planned obstruction of discovery as described to 
Armstrong into effect at the March 7 Schomer deposition where he 
instructed Schomer not to answer certain key questions in order 
to force Corydon to file motions to compel regarding clearly 
relevant testimony on central issues in this case. For example, 
Heller refused to let Schomer answer questions regarding his 
knowledge of Scientology's general use of the fair game policy 
(that an enemy of Scientology may by "tricked, sued, lied to or 
destroyed") even though the allegations of fair game are central 
to the complaint.^ (See Schomer Deposition Excerpts, Exhibit F, 
page 132 line 14 to page 134 line 18). Since Heller and the 
defendants in this lawsuit persist in denying the existence of 

Q 

the fair game policy, plaintiff must have the freedom to broadly 


7 

The fair game policy, attached hereto as Exhibit G, was 
previously authenticated in this lawsuit by Vicki Aznaran, the 
ex-President of defendant Religious Technology Center. The fair 
game policy forms the core of the emotional distress claim and 
is relevant to issues in all other causes of action. It is also 
relevant to disprove allegations in the cross-complaint 
regarding Corydon's motivations to sever ties with Scientology. 

p 

In recent trial testimony in Religious Technology Center 
v. Yannv, LASC Case No. 690 211, Scientology counsel and 
executives contended that the fair game policy was cancelled in 
1969. See Exhibit H hereto, and excerpt of testimony given on 
January 23, 1990 by Warren Me Shane an Religious Technology 
Center official. This was a persistent theme throughout that 
trial in which Heller was one of the attorneys for the Church of 

Scientology . 
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inquire into that area and an experienced attorney like Heller 
can not reasonably contend otherwise. Thus, this series of 
instructions not to answer questions is indicative of the 
defendants' intent to obstruct reasonable discovery. 

But Heller's bad faith interference with legitimate discovery 
did not stop there. Again objecting on the ground of relevance, 
he also refused to let Schomer answer questions relating to David 
Miscavige, a defendant in this case, particularly as to his 
history of violence against Schomer who has previously testified 
about certain inhuman treatment at Miscavige's hands. (See 
instructions not to answer at Exhibit F, pages 168-175 and 
Exhibit I, an excerpt from Schomer's testimony in Christofferson 
vs. Church of Scientology , at pages marked 3632-3639). Miscavige 
is accused in this action of ordering physical attacks on Corydon 
and directing a campaign of fair game against him. Thus evidence 
of that type of conduct is extremely relevant to this lawsuit. 

While the instructions not to answer were the obvious method by 
which defendants, through their attorney, have improperly 
interfered with legitimate discovery, the Schomer deposition also 
made it clear that, at the very least, he was not being fully 
candid in the responses he did give. For example, in 1985 
Schomer testified that, when he gave previous testimony against 
Scientology, and when he escaped from Scientology, he was afraid 
for his life. (See Exhibit I, at pages marked 3637 and 3856- 
3860) . Yet when asked to recall that testimony and comment on it 
in the deposition in this case he did not recall having so 
testified or why he felt that fearl (See Exhibit F pages 62-64). 
Similarly, in his prior testimony, Schomer extensively discussed 

^8 
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his pain at the fact that, pursuant to Scientology policy, his 
daughter had been forced to "disconnect" from him after he left 
the organization (See Exhibit I, pages 3804-3806). But during 
this deposition he denied that his daughter had ever disconnected 
from him. (See Exhibit F, page 148). 

Corydon asks the Court to observe the obvious: that Heller's 

instructions on the ground of relevance can not be the reasonable 

result of a bona fide difference of opinion but rather 

demonstrate his and his clients' deliberate plan to sabotage 

Corydon's deposition efforts and to force Corydon to make motions 

to compel and to obstruct discovery against the defendants. 

Corydon hopes that this Court will not sit by while parties and 

attorneys who have announced their intent to prevent relevant 

discovery succeed in those efforts at obstruction and undertake 

actions inconsistent with truth-finding process. Nor can Corydon 

sit by and watch while witnesses crucial to his case are being 

swayed and convinced that they can not freely speak because of 

fear that they will violate the terms of a settlement agreement 

that is in violation of law and public policy. This Court has 

the inherent power to control the conduct of the attorneys and 

parties in this action and can exercise such power to prevent the 

continuation of this perversion of discovery. 

II. CONTRARY TO DEFENDANTS' ASSERTIONS, THE 
SETTLEMENT AGREEMENTS ARE NOT LEGAL AND HAVE NOT BEEN 
APPROVED BY THE COURTS. 


In the summer of 1986, Scientology began negotiations to settle 
a large number of lawsuits in which the plaintiffs were all 
represented by Boston attorney Michael Flynn. (Declaration of 
ieller, Exhibit C hereto). As evidenced by both the Armstrong 
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Agreement, Exhibit D hereto, and the Bill Franks Agreement, (see 

Exhibit J previously authenticated in this action by Heller), 

Scientology demanded that the settlements preclude the settling 

plaintiffs from cooperating voluntarily with any parties adverse 

to Scientology but furthermore that they avoid service of 

g 

subpoenas. In all instances they also required that the several 
courts in which the cases were pending approve the sealing of the 
court files of the subject lawsuits as a condition of the 
settlements. This was stated in the Transcript of Proceedings of 
December 11, 1986, in the Armstrong case at which some of the 
settlement terms were presented to Judge Paul Breckenridge. At 
that time Church attorney Michael Hertzberg stated that sealing 
was required by Scientology in all the Flynn settlements. 

(Exhibit K, page 6 lines 17-28). 

The settling plaintiffs included all of the known high-ranking 
Scientologists who had left Scientology and who had specific, 
first-hand knowledge of Scientology's frauds, criminal acts and 
fair game activities. With these knowledgeable plaintiffs 
silenced, any plaintiff who did not settle and future litigants 
against the Church would be severely disabled from proving their 
cases since the key evidence on which they needed to rely, 


9 

The text of the relevant clause from the Armstrong 
Agreement is quoted above in footnote 2. The past testimony of 
those settling parties (hereinafter the "SIGNATORIES") had 
included extensive evidence regarding the fair game policy, 
Scientology's fraudulent recruitment tactics, Scientology's 
misrepresentations regarding L. Ron Hubbard, the founder of 
Scientology. Their testimony also included extensive evidence 
about Scientology's "criminal activities" including the 
blackmailing of judges and other felonies and the use of 
parishioners' confessional files to devise fair game strategies 
against deserters and for use in litigation against them. 
(Plevin Declaration paragraph 6). 
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specifically, the knowledge held in the memories and mouths of 
such silenced witnesses, was in effect secreted and concealed or 
destroyed. 

In December of 1986, the Settlement Agreements were finalized. 
The Settlement Agreement entered between Scientology and Gerald 
Armstrong (Exhibit D hereto) contains secrecy clauses in 
paragraph 7(D) at pages 6-8 and paragraph 7(G) on page 10. At 
pages 7(H) at pages 10-11 the agreement also requires that 
Armstrong avoid service of process and is quoted in footnote 2 
above. Heller's statements on March 7, 1990 confirmed that 
Schomer's agreement contains similar language. (Exhibit F, page 
50, lines 9-25). 

It is anticipated that defendants will assert, as they have 
repeatedly done, that the agreements in issue have been approved 
by all the courts in which the settled cases were venued. This 
is not true . Most recently this was asserted by three of the 
defendants during the trial of Religious Technology Center et al 
v. Yannv, LASC Case No. C 690 211, in an effort to prevent 
Armstrong's testimony in that trial. 1 ® Attached to their written 
objection to his testimony were several identical documents 
captioned "Order Dismissing Action with Prejudice". These recite 
that the Settlement Agreement for each of the settled cases had 
been filed in the appropriate court file. (See Exhibit L hereto. 
Objection to Testimony of Gerald Armstrong at page 4-5 and 


1 ®Judge Cardenas did not permit Armstrong to testify but 
his reasoning was not the result of the settlement agreements 
but rather because the offer of proof regarding Armstrong's 
testimony indicated, that in Judge Cardenas' view, such 
testimony should be excluded under Ev. Code section 352. 
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Exhibit H to that Objection). These Orders had apparently been 
presented as stipulated orders to the respective courts. Thus, 
defendants contend that the Settlement Agreements were in fact 
reviewed and approved by each of the courts involved. However, 
Corydon has discovered evidence proving that the Settlement 
Agreement was never seen in at least one instance where the Order 
Dismissing Action was signed by the trial court. And, in another 
instance, where the court allegedly has enforced the agreement, 
the agreement in issue was a modified one and it does not contain 
the clause regarding avoidance of service. 

Specifically, the same Order Dismissing Action was part of the 
sealed Armstrong file in the case captioned Church of Scientology 
of California vs Armstrong . LASC Case No. 420 153, which counsel 
for Corydon saw when Corydon was successful in his motion to 
unseal that file. See Exhibit M hereto. However, in spite of 
the language of the order, it was neither in the file nor listed 

in the Register of Actions. Indeed, when subsequently challenged 

by Corydon on this point Scientology counsel admitted that the 

settlement agreement had not been filed . (See Exhibit N hereto, 
page 3, lines 18-27). Accordingly, the defendants' offer of 
proof that the subject agreements have been approved and/or filed 
by other courts is highly suspect and can not be confirmed as 
long as those other files remain sealed. In fact, the only other 
settlement document that has surfaced disproves Scientology's 
contention in the Objection to Armstrong Testimony that the same 
agreement was approved in a Florida federal court in four cases 
pending in that court. Specifically, Corydon's attorney, Toby L. 
Plevin, was asked by Margery Wakefield, one of the signatories to 
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those agreements, to review the agreement and the transcript of 
the hearing in which the court considered all four settlements. 
Unlike the Armstrong and Franks Agreements, the agreement signed 

by Wakefield and approved by the Florida court does not contain 

the provision requiring that individuals avoid service of 

process. Accordingly, there is no evidence that any court has 

approved the language which Corvdon contends is illegal . As the 
Wakefield settlement agreement referred to is under seal, 
unfortunately, it can not be attached hereto. 1 ^ (See Plevin 
Declaration at paragraph 7). 

In view of the foregoing, this Court can not and should not 
consider defendants' anticipated protestation that the agreements 
have been approved by other courts. That contention appears to 
depend on sleight of hand. 

III. THE ONLY REMEDY FOR SUCH IMPROPER CONDUCT IS TO 
DISQUALIFY COUNSEL AND TO RESTRAIN DEFENDANTS' AND 
COUNSELS' CONTINUING MISCONDUCT. 


Scientology has sought to suppress the evidence of subpoenaed 
witnesses not only by motion but also by express threats of 
lawsuits against one of the witnesses and against counsel for 
plaintiff for merely subpoenaing these persons. As to another 
witness, the threat was, at the very least, an implied one. 

While it is conceivable that Heller's subsequent representation 
of deponents at the same depositions he sought to prevent may be 


11 While Plevin is constrained by the seal not to produce 
it or discuss its terms, the foregoing statement about what is 
not contained in the agreement is necessary to prevent 
defendants from misleading this Court as they apparently misled 
Judge Cardenas when submitting the objection to Mr. Armstrong's 
testimony wherein they represented that these settlements had 
been universally approved. 
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consistent with a waiver of the conflict between his clients and 
the deponents, nevertheless, in light of the foregoing efforts at 
suppression, it is simply not conceivable that there is no tacit 
agreement or intent in such waiver to continue to suppress 
evidence. While a future motion to compel may cure the 
suppression caused by a deliberate scheme to make improper 
objections on relevance grounds, no such motion can cure the 
likely lack of candor, or indeed, the misrepresentation that may 
be the result of the representation of these witnesses by their 
former adversary because they fear Scientology will sue them if 
they testify. Accordingly, Heller must be removed as counsel 
before the continuation of the Schomer deposition and be removed 
as well from continued representation of DeWolf. 

For this Court to countenance the representation of a witness by 
the attorney who sought to suppress his evidence pursuant to a 
contract the attorney drafted that was designed to prevent 
testimony adverse to his clients and who has threatened another 
witness with a lawsuit would be to sanction their complete 
disrespect for the truth-finding process and for the canons of 
ethics. z 


^It is also inconsistent with an attorney's professional 
duties which include the mandate at Business and Professions 
Code, section 6068(d) the duty "to employ, for the purpose of 
maintaining the causes confided to him such means only as are 
consistent with truth". And, of course, the Rules of 
Professional Ethics prohibit the suppression of evidence. 
Furthermore, Corydon believes that the actions of Heller and 
the defendants herein are felony violations of one or more 
provisions of the Penal Code dealing with attempts to influence 
witnesses and/or to persuade them not to testify. See Penal 
Code sections 136 et seq. 
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Accordingly, plaintiff seeks an order as follows: 


(1) that no defendant herein, their attorneys, agents, 
employees or associates, communicate with any witness that has 
been subpoenaed or who in the future is subpoenaed by plaintiff 
who has entered into any settlement agreement or mutual release 
with or for the benefit of any defendant herein; 

(2) that no attorney for any defendant herein represent any 
deponents subpoenaed by plaintiff in connection with any 
depositions herein; 

(3) that no defendant herein, or their attorneys, agents, 
employees or associates pay or offer to pay for attorneys to 
represent any deponent in this lawsuit subpoenaed by plaintiff 
or suggest to deponents the names of any attorneys; 

(4) that defendants, each of whom are beneficiaries of the 
settlement agreements which are the subject of discussion 
herein, prepare a statement that plaintiff can include with 
deposition subpoenas to ex-Scientologists in the future 
containing the following language: 

"TO ALL PERSONS WHO HAVE SIGNED SETTLEMENT AGREEMENTS WITH 
CONFIDENTIALITY CLAUSES WITH ANY AND ALL SCIENTOLOGY ENTITIES: 

PLEASE NOTE, BY ORDER OF LOS ANGELES SUPERIOR COURT, 

THE UNDERSIGNED HEREBY ADVISES YOU THAT YOU CAN NOT 
BE SUED FOR BREACH OF CONTRACT FOR TESTIFYING FULLY 
AND CANDIDLY AT SUCH DEPOSITIONS." Religious 
Technology Center, Church of Scientology 
International, Church of Scientology of California, 

Author Services Inc, Bridge Publications Inc, 

Scientology Missions International; 

(5) that attorney Heller be disqualified from representing Mr. 
Schomer and Mr. DeWolf and that he advise Mr. Schomer to confer 
directly with Ms. Plevin regarding the continuation of his 
deposition or retain other counsel in that connection; 

(6) that the commission for the deposition of Ron DeWolf be 
re-issued by this Court so that he may be deposed again without 
the presence of Mr. Heller as counsel; 

(7) that because the conduct complained of herein demonstrates 
such complete bad faith without colorable reason, defendants be 
ordered to pay sanctions of $4,899. 75 per the Declaration of 
Toby L. Plevin paragraph 8. 


Date: 


Toby L. Plevin, Attorney 
for Plaintiff 
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DECLARATION OF TOBY L. PLEVIN 


I, Toby L. Plevin, declare as follows: 

1. I am counsel of record for Bent Coryaon in the within 
proceeding. 

2. There is no Transcript of Proceedings of the hearing at 
which this Court considered defendants' motion for a protective 
order. However to the best of my recollection, when ruling on 
defendants' motion the Court stated that they could not prevent 
percipient witnesses from testifying. 

3. Submitted herewith as Exhibits A and B are true copies of 
letters I received from Lawrence Heller dated November 3, 1989 
and October 17, 1989, respectively. 

4. Lawrence E. Heller has appeared as counsel for deponents in 
this matter, Ronald DeWolf and Howard E. (Homer) Schomer on 
February 19 and March 7, respectively. 

5. Attached as Exhibit I is a true copy of excerpts from 

testimony given by Schomer in another lawsuit. The entirety of 
his testimony is being lodged separately with the Court. 6.1 

have read many pages of testimony in several lawsuits and many 
declarations by signatories against Scientology. These people 
were called to testify against Scientology and testified at 
length about fraud, violence, other criminal activities of 
Scientology, the abuse of confidences and many other things 
damaging to Scientology. 

7. I have reviewed the Settlement Agreement of Margery 
Wakefield which was one of four reviewed and approved at the same 
time in a Florida federal court. Unlike the Armstrong and Franks 
agreements, that agreement does not contain the provision 
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requiring that individuals avoid service of process. 

Accordingly, there is no evidence that any court has approved the 
language which Corydon contends is illegal. As the Wakefield 
settlement agreement referred to in this is under seal, 
unfortunately it can not be attached hereto. 

8. I am cognizant of this Court's admonition to counsel in 
this case not to request sanctions as a matter of routine. 
However, the conduct which has forced plaintiff's counsel to 
prepare this motion is egregious and can have no pretext of being 
consistent with the ethical duties attorneys are sworn to uphold. 
Accordingly, I request sanctions to reimburse plaintiff for the 
substantial expenditures involved in the DeWolf and Schomer 
depositions because the misconduct described herein has rendered 
those efforts wasteful. Plaintiff seeks sanctions under C.C.P. 
section 128.5, separate and apart from remedies that may be 
available pursuant to motions to compel, in the amount of 
$4,899.75 as follows: (a) the court reporter fees for the DeWolf 
deposition $656.00; (b) the court reporter fees for the first day 
of the Schomer deposition, $1,143.75; (3) attorney fees for both 
depositions (12 hrs times $175.00), totalling $2,100.00; (4) 
attorney travel time and travel expenses to Carson City Nevada, 
$900.00. 

Sworn under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of 
California this _ day of March, 1990. 


Toby L. Plevin, Attorney for 
Plaintiff 


7 














PROOF OF SERVICE 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) SS 

I an a resident of the county of Los Angeles; I an over the age 
of eighteen years and am not a party to the within entitled 
action; my business address is 6380 Wilshire Blvd. Suite 1600, 
Los Angeles Ca. 90048. 

On I served the following documents described as: 

JB BZc // | 

on interested parties in this action by placing a^xtrue copy 


510 


and 

preparation practices and procedures and I deposited said 
envelop(s) in accordance with my office's mail pick-up procedure 
for delivery on the same day to the U.S. mail with first class 
postage. 


thereof in sealed envelop(s) addressed as follows: 


William Drescher 
Wyman Bautzer et al 
2049 Century Park East 14th Fl 
Los Angeles, CA 90067 

Kendrick Moxon 
Bowles and Moxon 
6255 Sunset Blvd. Suite 2000 
Hollywood, Ca. 90028 


Lawrence F.. Heller 
Turner Gerstenfeld et al 
8383 Wilshire Blvd. Suite 
Beverly Hills, Ca. 90211 

Michael Hertzberg 
740 Broadway - 5th Floor 
New York, New York \0003 


< 7 ?/) 



BY MAIL 


I am fully familiar with my office's mail collection 


_BY FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION 

I caused said envelops to be transmitted by facsimile to the 
persons and offices listed above. 

^ BY PERSONAL SERVICE 

I caused said envelops to be delivered by hand to the persons and 
offices listed above. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the state 
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James H. Berry, Jr. 

William T. Drescher 
WYMAN BAUTZER KUCHEL & SILBERT 
A Partnership including Professional 
Corporations 

• 2049 Century Park East, 14th Floor 
Los Angeles, California 90067 
(213) 556-8000 

Attorneys for Defendants 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL, 

RELIGIOUS TECHNOLOGY CENTER, 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, 
SCIENTOLOGY MISSIONS INTERNATIONAL, 
HEBER JENTZSCH and TIMOTHY BOWLES 

Lawrence E. Heller 
TURNER, GERSTENFELD, 

WILK & TIGERMAN 
8383 Wilshire Boulevard 
Suite 510 

Beverly Hills, California 90211 
(213) 657-3100 

Attorneys for Defendants 
AUTHOR SERVICES, INC. and 
BRIDGE PUBLICATIONS, INC. 


ORIGIN./'i F!f_0 

M * - 9 nr 

COUNT/ CLERK 
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Kendrick L. Moxon, Esq. 
BOWLES & MOXON 
6255 Sunset Boulevard 
Suite 2C00 

Hollywood, CA 90028 
(213) 661-4030 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


BENT CORYDON, ) 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

vs. ) 

) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY ) 

INTERNATIONAL, et al., ) 

) 

Defendants. ) 

__ ) 

) 

AND RELATED CROSS-ACTIONS ) 

__ ) 


Case No. C 694 401 

OPPOSITION CF DEFENDANTS 
TO MOTION FOR ORDER DIRECTING 
NON-INTERFERENCE WITH WITNESSES 
AND DISQUALIFICATION OF 
COUNSEL; DECLARATIONS OF 
RONALD DeWOLF, HOWARD D. 
SCHOMER, MICHAEL LEE HERTZBERG, 
KENNETH LONG AND LAWRENCE E. 
HELLER; REQUEST FOR SANCTIONS 
AGAINST PLAINTIFF AND HIS 
ATTORNEY AND MEMORANDUM OF 
POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN 
SUPPORT THEREOF 


DATE: April 3, 1990 

TIME: 9:00 a.m. 

DEPT: 44 

TRIAL DATE: None Set 



wtd/re435/004/pleadings/0327oppmot 
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I . PLAINTII AND HIS COUNSEL. TOBY PLF N. ARE WELL AWARE OF 'pur 
FACT THAT MESSRS. DeWOLF AND SCHOMER CHOSE LAWRENCE HELLER AS THFJP 
ATTORNEY AND THEREAFTER FREELY AND VOLUNTARILY GAVE DEPOSITION 

TESTIMONY 

Apparently dissatisfied with the responses they elicited at 
the depositions of Ronald E. DeWolf and Howard D. Schomer, 1 
plaintiff and his counsel now seek the rather extraordinary remedy 
of re-deposing these subpenaed witnesses, this time without the 
benefit of counsel of their choice. Attorney Plevin received 
substantive responses to virtually all of the questions she posed 
to these two deponents. (See Section II below.) Least there be any 
doubt as to what precipitated the initial Motions for Protective 
Order filed by these defendants, and what percipitated Schomer 
contacting Heller to represent him, it was the subpena duces tecum 
served upon parties settling with Scientology which requested 
nothing but those settlement documents. 

The gravamen of plaintiff's Motion is that the deposition 
testimony of Schomer and DeWolf is "tainted". Plaintiff in essence 
accuses DeWolf and Schoroer of giving perjured testimony as a result 
of their fear that they would be sued if they gave testimony 
unfavorable to the defendants. 

In response to that unsupported contention, this Court is 
directed to the attached Declarations of Howard D. Schomer and 
Ronald E. DeWolf. In no uncertain terms, DeWolf and Schomer testify 
in their attached declarations that: (1) they contacted attorney 
Lawrence E. Heller after they were served with their deposition 
subpenas by the plaintiff, not visa versa, (2) they requested Mr. 
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Heller represent their, at their respective depositions, (3) at no 
time did they believe that their Settlement Agreements prevented 
them from testifying in response to any questions whatsoever posed 
to them by attorney Plevin at their depositions, and (4) they were 
never intimidated or threatened with litigation, or any threats 
whatsoever, at any time either prior to or subsequent to their 
depositions. (Indeed, they testify in their attached declarations 
and in their depositions that they never even discussed litigation 
against Scientology with Mr. Heller or anyone else). 

Perhaps most importantly, Ms. Plevin was well aware of the 
foregoing at the time she filed the instant Motion in that she had 
extensively questioned each of the deponents, mcst particularly Mr. 
Schomer, on these precise areas: 

1. Deponents Schomer and De Wolf initially contacted attorney 
Heller subsequent to their service of the deposition subpenas. 
Heller did not contact them. 

"Q. When was the first time you received a contact from any 
person regarding the deposition after you were subpenaed" 

A. Never. 

Q. No one has ever telephoned you regarding this deposition? 

A. No, That I can recall, no. 

Q. No one has ever called you — 

A. Except yourself. 

Q. Isn't it true that Mr. Heller called you and asked you for 
a declaration? 

A. No. 

Q. Isn't it true that you gave Mr. Heller a declaration 
regarding this deposition going forward? 

A. True. 

Q. How did that occur? 

A. I called Mr. Heller." 

(Schomer deposition pg. 11, In. 13 to pg. 12, In. 4. All 
excerpts of Schomer's deposition quoted herein are attached 
hereto collectively as Exhibit "B".) 

* * * 

"A. I eventually called him and told him that I was sub¬ 
penaed. The reason I called him is because I had talked to 
him once before concerning another matter and I may have 
asked him his advice. I am not sure exactly what I had — 
vou know." 
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(Schonier 


;position pg. 13, In. 7 tc 8.) 


2. Schomer and DeWolf asked Mr. Heller to represent their,, not visa 
versa. 

"Q. And did he tell you at that meeting or in any prior 
conversation that prior to your retaining him as counsel 
that you should permit him to represent you? 

(Schomer deposition, pg. 26, In. 25 to pg. 27, In. 2.) 
(Colloguy between counsel follow) 

THE DEPONENT: We had talked about it on the phone that 
possibility of where I mentioned I didn't have any counsel 
and is it a possibility of him representing me or someone 
else representing me. 

(Schomer deposition pg. 27, In. 25 to pg. 28, In. 3.) 

* * * 

"Q. BY MS. PLEVIN: You wanted to give (sic) help and 
advice to the church? 

A. No, that I wanted them to give me help and advice. 

Q. Regarding — 

A. Let me rephrase that: Not from the church, from 

Mr. Heller. It just so happens Mr. Heller was also 
representing your client. He was actually not your client 
but one of his clients is part of the church. 

Q. And you wanted his help and advise regarding what? 

A. This deposition. 2 

(Schomer deposition, pg.42, In. 23 to pg. 43, In. 9.) 

The right to be represented by counsel of one's choice in civil 
litigation is fundamental. The refusal to recognize or allow 
appearance or representation by such counsel is a denial of due 
process and therefore an act in excess of jurisdiction. Mendoza v. 
Small Claims Court . (1958) 49 C.2d 668, 673, 321 P.2d 9; Evans v. 

Superior Court . (1939) 14 C.2d 581, 96 P.2d 107. Plaintiff's 

attempt, through this Motion, to deprive Schomer and DeWolf of 
counsel of their choice is unconstitutional, beyond this Court's 
jurisdiction and unsupported by any interpretation of the facts. 
Ms. Plevin's request that these deponents be deprived of counsel of 
their choice is in bad faith. 
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1 ; 3 . The deponents testified that their understanding 

2 Settlement Agreements was that they could respond to all questions 
3 ; posed to them pursuant to the subpena served upon them. 


4; 

5 j 

6 

7 

8 
9 i 

10 ! 

11 

12 

| 

13 

14 ' 

15 

I 

: 

16 | 

17 I 

18 ! 

19 ! 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


"Q. BY MS. PLEVIN: Was it your understanding of the 

settlement agreement that you were not supposed to give 
answers at a deposition unless the church approved it? 

A. No. 

Q. Is your understanding that you could answer questions as 
you felt were honest and truthful? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And do you feel that you could do so upon being served 
with a deposition subpena without fear from the church or 
fear about the church? 

(Schomer deposition, pg. 44, In. 13 to In. 22.) 

(attorney colloguy follows) 

A. If it was just a deposition that you are required to 

attend a deposition meaning me required to attend a deposi¬ 
tion and give any information that I knew about Bent Corydon, 
I wouldn't have called Mr. Heller. 

(Schomer deposition, pg. 45, In. 17-20.) 

* * * 

THE DEPONENT: First of all, I haven't read or seen my 

settlement agreement in many years. I do not have a copy 
anymore. The only thing I can remember concerning if it had 
any vague connection with what you just read was that I would 
be — could make myself not available for service as I 
recall, and that if I was served I was compelled to comply. 
And that's all I remember. 

(Schomer deposition, page 55, lines 3 - 16.) 

4. Neither deponent was intimidated through threats of litiga¬ 
tion by Scientology or any other threats whatsoever. Litigation 
with Scientology was not even discussed. 

Q. Provide what information if you had it? 

A. Any information concerning my settlement. But there was 
no coercion or threats as you mentioned before and my answer 
to your original question was going to be bullshit because, 
you know, he never had and never has threatened me in any 
way, shape, or form even when the situation with the pos¬ 
sibility of me seeing Mr. Yanny or taking to Mr. Yanny came 
up. 

MR. HELLER: "He" being me. 

THE DEPONENT: Right, being Mr. Heller. 

Q. BY MS. PLEVIN: So your only concern about the relevance 
of your testimony to this deposition arises because of your 
concern that we requested that you produce the settlement 
agreement; is that right? 

A. That's correct. 

Q. You have no concern whatsoever about testifying fully and 
truthfully about ASI; is that right? 
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A. No. I have in the past and it's in all sorts of records 
that are public. 

Q. And about your experiences in Scientology? 

A. That's correct. 

(Schomer deposition, pg. 49, In. 1-25.) 

* * * 

BY ME. HELLER: Has anyone ever contacted you fron the Church 
of Scientology, its representatives, or otherwise that you 
know of since the settlement agreement other than me? 

A. No. 

Q. We have talked on the phone how many times prior to our 
meeting yesterday to your recollection? 

A. Three. 

Q. The earliest of which was when? 

A. Whenever the question of whether I was seen with Mr. Yanny 
or not came up. 

Q. Did I ever threaten to sue you? 

A. Never. 

Q. Did I ever indicate that my client or I was considering 
suing you? 

A. No. 

Q. Did I ever indicate to you what your testimony should be 
in this litigation or this deposition? 

A. Never. 

Q. Did I ever tell you not to show up and honor the subpena 
and answer relevant questions? 

A. Never. 

(Schomer deposition, pg. 72, In.8 to pg. 73, In. 4.) 1 

There is no doubt that Ms. Plevin was well aware of the fact 
that the testimony of these two deponents was voluntarily and freely 
given without any threats or intimidation. Ms. Plevin's present 
Motion is a desperate, bad faith attempt to vitiate past deposition 
testimony and have those depositions retaken because she was 
dissatisfied with the truthful responses initially given by these 
deponents. Worse, it would appear Ms. Plevin, knowing her Motion 
is doomed to failure, filed it in an attempt to negatively taint 
defendants and their counsel. An example of the bad faith inherent 
in plaintiff's Motion is Plevin's statement on, page 4 of that 
Motion, that on page 73 of Schomer's deposition, Schomer testified 
that "Heller told him that if he testified Heller would consider it 
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a breach oi contract." 


However, Schomer testifies 


o quite the 


opposite on page 73 of his deposition: 

"Q. Did he (Heller) ever tell you that if you answer 
questions about Scientology or any of the beneficiaries of 
that agreement deemed not to be relevant that that would be 
a breach of your agreement? 

A. Never." 

(Pg. 73, Ins. 9-13 of Schomer deposition.) 

II . THE FEW QUESTIONS THAT ME. SCHOMER WAS INSTRUCTED NOT TO 

ANSWER WERE CLEARLY NOT RELEVANT TO THE ISSUES IN THIS LITIGATION. 

REGARDLESS. PLAINTIFF’S REMEDY IN THAT RESPECT LIES WITH A NOTION 

TC COMPEL AND NOT THE PRESENT MOTION 

Flaintiff contends that Schomer, at his deposition, was 
instructed "not to answer certain key questions in order to force 
plaintiff to file motions (sic) to compel regarding clearly relevant 
testimony on central issues on this case" (Motion, pg. 7, In. 9- 

11). Out of a full day of deposition testimony of Mr. Schomer, Ms. 
Plevin references a mere two (2) questions which Schomer was 
instructed not to answer. 4 

One of those questions, according to Ms. Plevin, 
"regard(ed) (Schomer's) knowledge of Scientology's general use 
of fair game policy." (Motion, pg. 7.) Plaintiff thereafter 
references that question in Schomer's deposition on page 132, 
line 14 to page 134, line 18. A review of those deposition 
pages indicates that the question Schomer refused to respond to 
had nothing to do with Scientology's use of fair game policy at 
all. The question asked was: 

"Q. Did you observe at least on one occasion that there 

was an order from ASI calling for PC files to be culled on 
certain people?" 
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In that here is no allegation in aintiff's complaint that 

j 

any of the defendants are in possession of, no less have attempted 
to disclose, confidential files of this plaintiff, an instruction j 
to Schomer not to answer that question was interposed. Nevertheless, 
plaintiff could well have asked, and was invited to ask, whether 
deponent Schomer was aware of any orders or facts surrounding dis¬ 
closure, or even review, of plaintiff's "pc" or confidential files. 

Ms. Plevin did, indeed, at another point in that deposition ask Mr. I 

; 

Schomer whether "fair game" had ever been applied to him or, to his 
knowledge, to plaintiff and Mr. Schomer responded in the negative. 

The only other questions referenced in plaintiff's Motion that 
Schomer was instructed not to answer related to Schomer's experien¬ 
ces within Scientology, which experiences transpired at a point in 
time well after the plaintiff had left Scientology . It cannot be 
disputed that those questions have nothing to do with the issues in 
this case. 

Regardless, whether Schomer was correctly instructed not to 
answer those two questions is properly the subject of a motion to 
compel, not the present Motion. Under any circumstance or inter¬ 
pretation of the law, it is inconceivable that an instruction not 
to answer two (2) questions during the course of two full day 
depositions constitute grounds for ignoring the entirety of those 
depositions and asking that they be retaken. 

Mr. Heller's representation of Schomer and DeWolf in no fashion 
obstructed or inhibited either deposition. That fact, as well as 
Plevin's lack of any basis for her Motion, proves the present Motion 
was filed for improper purposes and in bad faith. 

/// 
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III. ALTHw wiGH IN NO WAY RELEVANT V THE INSTANT MOTION. 
SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT WHICH ARMSTRONG ENTERED INTO IS LEGAL. 
ENFORCEABLE 

Plaintiff attempts, through his motion, to collaterally attack 
the validity of certain settlement agreements between Scientology 
and various litigants which transpired some three years age. One 
of those settlement agreements was entered intc by Gerald Armstrong. 
Plaintiff's reference to those settlement agreements are not only 
improper but are irrelevant to any issue in the instant Motion or, 
for that matter, in this case. 

As has been previously demonstrated by both deposition testimony 
quoted in Section I hereinabove and the attached Declarations of 
Messrs. Schomer and DeWolf, neither of these parties any longer have 
possession of nor recall the substance of the settlement agreements 
that they entered into with certain Scientology and unrelated 
entities. Indeed, both Schomer and DeWolf have testified in their 
depositions, as well as in the attached declarations, that even 
given the faint recollections they have of those settlement 
agreements, they did not recall that the settlement agreements 
prohibit them from either being served with a subpena or voluntarily 
and freely testifying. In fact, both Schomer and DeWolf have 
testified at their respective subpenaed depositions and have 
answered any and all questions posed to them that were even remotely 
relevant to this litigation. 

Furthermore, one thing that is imminently clear from the 
declaration of Gerald Armstrong attached to plaintiff's »oving 
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papers is that he also will be freely ana voluntarily testifying as 
a subpenaed witness at his deposition. 5 

Regardless, the settlement agreements at issue have been 
approved by various courts. Indeed, the Los Angeles Superior Court, 
in a case wherein this very plaintiff. BENT CORYDON, is a car»y 

( Heber Jentzch v. Bent Corvdon . L.A.S.C. Case Ho. NVC 14274) found 
no impropriety with Armstrong's or any of the other settlements. 
On July 25, 1989, CORVDON filed a Motion to Dismiss in that action 
for alleged obstruction of justice. His theory was that he was 
being deprived of full access to foraer litigants who had entered 
into settlement agreements with Scientology, specifically naming one 
William Franks, Vickie Aznaran, and Gerald Armstrong as persons to 
whom he was allegedly denied access. 6 

The Honorable Robert Feinerman issued a ruling denying 
defendant CORYDON's Motion to Dismiss on grounds of obstruction of 
justice (attached hereto as Exhibit "C"). 

This Court is referred specifically to Page 3 of Judge 
Feinerman's Order denying CORYDON's Motion to Dismiss or Alternative 
Relief wherein Judge Feinerman holds, after reviewing Mr. 
Armstrong's Settlement Agreement, that: 

"They (parties to the settlements) can be deposed and they 
can be compelled to testify at time of trial. The mutual 
release agreement in the other cases recognize (as they must) 
that the parties to the agreements are legally obligated to 
testify when 'compelled to do so by lawful subpena or other 
lawful process' (quoting from the Armstrong Settlement 
Agreement). 

It should also be noted that a Court cannot order anyone 
to voluntarily cooperate with a party litigant. A Court can 
enforce the provisions of the discovery act by appropriate 
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enforceable order re 


sanction*. but it cannot fashion a 
'voluntary cooperation'". 

Furthermore, settlement agreements which defendants believe 
were identical to the one referred to in plaintiff's moving 
papers herein, have been approved by various Courts. Examples 
of the diverse judicial orders upholding these agreements are 
the orders of: 1) Judge Consuelo E. Marshall in Jefferson v. 

Church of Scientology of California . No. CV-81-3261 C.D. Cal.; 

2) Judge Manuel Real in Church of Scientology of California v. 
Laurel Sullivan . No. CV-85-3075 R C.D. Cal.; 3) Judge Consuelo 
B. Marshall in Lockwood v. Church of Scientology of California , 

No. CV-81-4105-CBM C.D.Cal.; 4) Judge Spencer J. Letts in 
Schemer v. Author Sendees, Inc., et al . . No. CV-848335 C.D.Cal.; 

5) Judge Consuelo B. Marshall in Peterson v. Church of Scientol¬ 
ogy of California . No. CV-61-3259 C.D.Cal.; 6) Judge Consuelo 

B. Marshall in Garritv v. Church of Scientology . No. CV-61-3260 

C. D.Cal. (These Orders are attached hereto collectively as 

Exhibit "D".) 

Lastly, although not dealing with a settlement agreement 
identical to the one at issue herein, Judge Elizabeth A. 
Kovachevich, Judge of the Federal District Court for the Middle 
District of Florida, approved settlement agreements with provisions 
in them which prohibited the parties settling with Scientology from 
discussing any of their experiences within Scientology with anyone 
other than their immediate family members in the cases of Cazares 
v. Church of Scientology. et al. . No. 82-886-CIV, Burden v. Church 
of Scientology of California, et al. . No. 80-501-CIV, and Margery 
Wakefield v. Church of Scientology of California, et al. , No. 82- 
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1313-CIV. .medicated on Margery Wakefield's alleged violation of 
her settlement agreement Judge Kovachevich has already issued an 
injunction prohibiting Wakefield from discussing her experiences in 
Scientology with anyone but her immediate family, pursuant to which 
Magistrate Paul Game issued an OSC re contempt for violating that 
injunction and has held an evidentiary contempt hearing, the results 
of which have not yet been announced. 

As a last point in this regard, even a cursory reading of that 
section of the Settlement Agreement quoted in footnote 2 of 
plaintiff's moving papers evidences that the Settlement Agreement 
does not reguire those settling parties to, as plaintiff contends, 
"avoid service of process" (see plaintiff's moving papers, pg. 2, 
Ins. 2 and 3). Regardless, history has proven that the settlement 
agreements, no matter how interpreted, do not prevent settling 
parties from testifying pursuant to subpenas served upon. Plain¬ 
tiff, in this very case, has readily and with considerable ease, 
served Messrs. Schomer, DeWolf and Armstrong. Plaintiff has taken 
the depositions of Schomer and De Wolf, two of those settling 
parties, and is on the threshold of taking Gerald Armstrong's 
deposition. 

IV. HELLER'S ONE TELEPHONE CALL WITH ARMSTRONG WAS LAWFUL AND 

PFOPEP• 

Even if Gerald Armstrong's declaration (Exhibit "E" to 
plaintiff's moving papers) were fully truthful (which it is not 
see Declaration of Lawrence E. Heller attached), the acts ascribed 
to Mr. Heller in his discussions with Armstrong must be construed 
as ethical and legal. Regardless, as can be seen from the Declara¬ 
tion of Lawrence E. Heller attached hereto, Heller recalls having 
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only one (1, telephone call with Armstr^ g wherein he did, in fact, 
offer to provide him with an attorney to represent hiir. at his 
deposition, which Armstrong promptly refused. Mr. Heller did not 
offer to have his client pay for that attorney or offer to indemnify 
Armstrong for sanctions which might be imposed (sanctions were never 
discussed). 

Clearly, Heller's communications with Armstrong did not have 
a chilling effect on what appears to be Armstrong's burning desire 
to testify in this litigation, whether he has knowledge relevant to 
the issues in this litigation or not. Just as clearly Armstrong 
nowhere in his declaration indicates Heller threatened him with 
litigation. It should be noted that CORY DON, other than his obscure 
reference to Business and Professions Code, section 6068(d) in 
footnote 12 7 of his moving papers, fails to cite any statutes or 
Cannons of Ethics that he claims Heller has violated. 

V. PLAINTIFF. AND PARTICULARLY HIS COUNSEL. WERE WELL AWARE FROM 

THE DEPOSITION TESTIMONY ELICITED FROM SCHOMER AND DeWOLF THAT THE IP. 

PRESENT MOTION WAS IN BAD FAITH. ACCORDINGLY. SANCTIONS UNDER RULE 

126.5 SHOULD BE AWARDED. 

As exhibited in Section I hereinabove, plaintiff and his 
counsel, both of whom sat through the depositions of Ronald DeWolf 
and Howard Schomer, were well aware of the fact that neither of 
those deponents had been threatened or intimidated in any fashion 
whatsoever. They were also aware of the fact those deponents gave 
honest and truthful testimony. 
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Plaint; and his counsel went into ose depositions believina 
that by subpoenaing parties who at one tine had been adverse to 

I 

Scientology and certain unrelated entities they would elicit testi¬ 
mony favorable to their case. When those two deponents testified 
to matters which were instead harmful to the plaintiff's case, 
plaintiff and Ms. Plevin saw as their only remedy the highly unusual 
request contained in their Motion: vitiate the deposition testimony 
taken thus far and have those depositions retaken, this time without 
counsel being present to represent those deponents' interests. 

Furthermore, it is clearly plaintiff and his attorney's intent, 
through this Motion, to attempt to taint and influence this Court 
against defendants and their counsel. 

The relief sought in plaintiff's motion is prima facie sought 
in bad faith and, given plaintiff and his counsel's full and 
complete knowledge of the circumstances surrounding those two 

j 

depositions, it is clear the entirety of this Motion was brought for 
improper purposes, and in bad faith. Accordingly, defendants should 
be reimbursed for the necessity of opposing this Motion and 
appearing at the hearing thereof. 

Not only is plaintiff's Motion itself filed in bad faith but, 
plaintiff's attorney, Toby Plevin, has intentionally misrepresented 
the contents of Armstrong's declaration in the body of the Motion 
which she authored. 

For example, Plevin asserts that after Armstrong was served 
with a deposition subpena by CORYDON in this case, Armstrong 
received a videotape in the mail from a private investigator that 
had been introduced in evidence against Armstrong in a prior case. 

Ms. Plevin also opined that the mailing of this video tape by the 
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private ir stigator constituted a 


.hreat 


and a 


"chi1lino 


scenario”. Ms. Plevin's characterization of Armstrong's declara¬ 
tion is misleading and disingenuous. Armstrong's declaration 
actually states that he received that video from the London Sunday 
Times from whom fre had apparently requested it, and that it had been 
given to the Times by an investigator in "late 1987 or early 198E”, 
years before service of this subpe.na. The video had been made in 
1984 for a trial wherein Armstrong was not a party. 

Ms. Plevin also falsely characterizes paragraph 40 of the 
Armstrong declaration as alleging that "his refusal to cooperate 
with a Church request following the settlement led to threats by 
Church attorneys to disclose embarrassing personal information." 
In fact, paragraph 40 of Armstrong's declaration alleges no threat. 
It merely states that CORYDON had filed a motion to unseal the file, 
that the Church was opposing that motion, and that the Church's 
attorney had pointed out to Mr. Armstrong's attorney that if the 
file were unsealed, a private document of Armstrong would also be 
unsealed. 

Ms. Plevin's false characterizations of the Armstrong declara¬ 
tion to paint a "chilling scenario" are both irresponsible and 
knowingly false. 8 

Further, a primary focus of the Armstrong declaration itself is 
simply wrong - there is no reciprocal provision in the Settlement 
Agreement prohibiting the Church from commenting upon the allega¬ 
tions of Armstrong. As set forth in the Heller, Long and Hertzberg 
declarations, an important part of the Settlement Agreement revolved 
around the continuing ability of the Church to refute the often 
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bizarre allegations made by Hr. Armstrc ,g. Thus, this issue was 
addressed during the settlement negotiations, with the result that 
no clause was included in the agreement preventing the Church fror 
such action. 

This Court has authority to impose sanctions for actions taker, 
in bad faith which are frivolous or cause unnecessary delay pursuant 
to CAL. CIV. PROC. CODE §128.5, which provides in relevant part: 

"(a) Every trial court may order a party, the party's 
attorney, or both to pay any reasonable expenses, including 
attorney's fees, incurred by another party as a result of 
bad-faith actions or tactics that are frivolous or solely 
intended to cause unnecessary delay. . . . 

"(b) For purposes of this section: 

"(1) 'Actions or tactics' include, but are not limited 
to, the making or opposing of motions or the filing and 
service of a complaint or cross-complaint... 

"(2) 'Frivolous' means (a) totally and completely 
without merit or (b) for the sole purpose of harassing an 
opposing party." (Emphasis added.) 


Based thereon, moving parties request sanctions for opposing 
and appearing at this baseless Motion in the sum of $4662.00 (see 


attached Declaration of Lawrence E. Heller). 

Dated: March P?, 1990 TURNER, GERSTENFELD, WILK & TI GERMAN 

BY: 

''Lawrence E. Heller 

Attorneys for Defendants AUTHOR SERVICES, 
INC. and BRIDGE PUBLICATIONS, INC. 

WYMAN, BAUTZERf KUCHEL & SILBERT 

BY: UjlEL _ 

William T. Dresher 

Attorneys for Defendants CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL, RELIGIOUS TECHNOLOGY CENTER, 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, SCIENTOLOCY 
SCIENTOLOGY MISSIONS INTERNATIONAL, 
HEBER JENTZSCH and TIMOTHY BOWLES 


BY: 


BOWLES AND MOXON 

/ 


/ y/ 



/ 


■Cendrick L. Moxon 
Attorneys for All Church Entities 
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DECLARATION OF LAWRENCE £. HELLER 


I, LAWRENCE E. HELLER, declare as follows: 

1. I am an attorney at law duly licensed to practice before 
all of the courts in the State of California. I am the attorney 
principly responsible for the representation of both Bridge 
Publications, Inc. and Author Services, Inc. in this action. The 
following testimony is of my personal knowledge and I am available 
and competent to personally testify thereto. 

2. I have read the Declaration of Gerald Armstrong which is 
attached as Exhibit "E" to the moving papers herein. Of the fifty- 
four (54) paragraphs in that twenty-four (24) page declaration, 
there are but two (2) paragraphs wherein Armstrong testifies about 
conversations between the two of us: paragraphs 4 and 7. Accord¬ 
ingly, this declaration will only address those two (2) paragraphs 
in that it is my belief that the remainder of the declaration is 
patently irrelevant to the instant Motion. Also, I have little or 
no knowledge concerning the remaining parts of that declaration 
other than to state that, to my knowledge, there is nothing in 
Armstrong's settlement agreement that prevents Scientology from 
providing written responses to any adverse publicity written about 
it. 

3. It should initially be noted that I have never litigated 
against Ronald DeWolf. So, I do not believe I ever maintained an 
adversarial relationship with Mr. DeWolf. 

4. In December of 1986, plaintiff Church of Scientology 
entered into a settlement agreement with, among others, Gerald 
Armstrong. Mr. Armstrong's settlement was part of a global 
settlement of cases against the Church of Scientology and others, 
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being litigated by Boston, Massachusetts attorney, Michael J. Flynn. 

I was the attorney principly responsible for effecting that global 
settlement. The settlements concerned well over a dozen plaintiff 

i 

litiaants as well as various Church of Scientology entities and 

I 

other third parties sued as defendants. Those settlements also 
concerned ASI, a defendant in this matter, which was a co-defendant 
in only one of those many actions. Those settlement negotiations 
transpired over the course of several months, ultimately culminating 
in a multi-week session in a hotel in the City of Los Angeles, where 
most of the lawyers, and most of the parties, involved in the 
litigation met extensively. The lawsuits underlying those settle¬ 
ments had been vociferously litigated for many years. 

5. Settlement negotiations were both arduous and difficult. 
However, settlements were ultimately entered into between the 
numerous parties. The settlements provided for the non-disclosure 
of facts underlying the various litigation involved, as well as, 
and most importantly, non-disclosure of the terms of the settle¬ 
ments themselves. 

6. In October of 1989 I was informed by Toby Plevin, counsel 
for CORYDON, that Mr. Armstrong had been served with a deposition 
subpena in the CORYDON case. I thereafter received notice of Mr. 
Armstrong's deposition with an accompanying subpena duces tecum 
which sought only documents relating to Mr. Armstrong's settlement 

agreement and which, in mv opinion, did not relate in the least to 

the issues involved in this litigation . (Attached hereto as 

Exhibit "1") . At that time I called attorney Michael Flynn in 
Boston to inquire as to what Armstrong's intentions were with regard 
to testifying about his settlement agreement. I phoned Mr. Flynn 
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because it was my understanding that Mr. Flynn at that time still 
represented Mr. Armstrong as he had during the settlement negotia¬ 
tions. Mr. Flynn told me that I should speak directly with Mr. j 
Armstrong on the subject and further informed me that he would 
arrange for me to speak with Mr. Armstrong. Mr. Flynn called me 
back shortly thereafter and informed me that he had secured Mr. 
Armstrong's permission for me to speak with him and that Mr. 
Armstrong was expecting my phone call. 

7. It should be noted at the outset that had the Armstrong 
subpena not demanded production of the settlement documents from 
Armstrong I would not have called Mr. Flynn. 

8. Shortly thereafter, (it may well have been on October 23, 

i 

1989 as Mr. Armstrong testifies in paragraph 4 of his declaration), 

I telephoned Mr. Armstrong and asked him essentially the same 
question I had asked Mr. Flynn. I informed Mr. Armstrong that I 
understood that he had been subpenaed to testify in Mr. CORYDON's 
case. I further explained to him that I understood that he was 
compelled to honor the subpena but that he would likely be asked a 
lot of questions respecting the settlement in view of the fact that 
he had been served with a subpena duces tecum requesting nothing but 
his settlement documents. As Mr. Armstrong states in paragraph 4 
his declaration, I thereafter asked if he planned to have an ; 
attorney representing him at his deposition and if it would be Mr. 

I 

Flynn. He said he did not have an attorney. I asked him if he would 
like assistance in obtaining counsel to attend the deposition on 
his behalf to protect him during that deposition. At no time do I 
recall offering to pay for his attorney. I don't believe the 
subject even came up. 
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9. Mr. Armstrong, after a short time, indicated that he was 
uninterested in discussing the matter with me and that he would 
personally make the determination as to what questions were 
relevant, and what questions he would answer at his deposition 
without my assistance. I responded that even though I recognized 
that he had to testify pursuant to the subpena with which he was 
served, that if he did indeed freely answer questions relating to 
his settlement agreement, he may well be in breach of that agreement 
and that, accordingly, it was within his best interest to find 
counsel to protect him. After I made that statement, I recall Mr. 
Armstrong saying to me that he would think about it and, if he 
changed his mind, he would get back to me. (Mr. Armstrong also told 
me he believed Scientology had already breached his settlement 
agreement but I don't recall him specifying in what manner that 
breach occurred). 

10. I did, during the course of that conversation, suggest 
to Mr. Armstrong that his best course of action would probably be 
to have an attorney represent him and to have that attorney instruct 
him to refuse to answer questions respecting the settlement 
agreement unless compelled to do so by this Court through a 
subsequent motion. I did not, and do not now, consider that 
suggestion improper. As Mr. Armstrong truthfully testifies, I did 
tell him that he had been paid a considerable amount of money and, 
accordingly, had a contractual obligation not to divulge informa¬ 
tion respecting the settlement. As Mr. Armstrong again truthfully 
testified in his declaration, I did inform him that I felt that he 
was sort of stuck between his duty to honor both the subpena and 
his settlement agreement and that the safest position he could take 
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was to have an attorney protect his interests as detailed hereinab¬ 


ove. At no time did I threaten him with a lawsuit, speak to him. 
in a threatening or intimidating manner or even mention a lawsuit 
The Court should note Armstrong never savs I threatened him, with 

litigation in his declaration . 

11. However, to my recollection, all of this took place 
during the course of one (1) telephone conversation. I do not 
recall him calling me back as he testifies to doing in his declara¬ 
tion. 

12. At paragraph 10 of his March 15, 1990 declaration, Mr. 
Armstrong sets forth what he purports to be a section of the 
Armstrong Settlement Agreement concerning the duties of confiden¬ 
tiality owed by Mr. Armstrong. Mr. Armstrong then goes on through 
the majority of the balance of his March 15th declaration to allege 
that the Church of Scientology of California has violated reciprocal 
duties of confidentiality by commenting upon, in other litigation, 
testimony and facts concerning Mr. Armstrong and his experiences 
within the Church of Scientology. 

13. The confidentiality provisions of the Armstrong Settlement 
Agreement are nor reciprocal in nature. Mr. Armstrong does have 
duties of confidentiality under the terms of the Armstrong settle¬ 
ment and paragrapg 10 appears to be an accurate recitation of those 
duties. However, there are no reciprocal duties of confidentiality 
under the terms of the Armstrong Settlement Agreement that apply to 
any of the Church parties in the settlement. 

14. An important part of the Armstrong settlement was that 
the Church was not bound by the same confidentiality provisions as 
Armstrong and that the Church parties remain free to comment upon 
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and use information pertaining to Mr. Armstrong's experiences in the 


Church of Scientology. At the time of the Armstrong settlement, 
information from Mr. Armstrong was being used in a number of cases 
around the world. It was important to the Church parties to the 
Armstrong settlement that they remain free to defend themselves 
against allegations supported by information originating from 
Armstrong prior to the settlement. I discussed this aspect of the 
confidentiality provisions the settlement agreement with Armstrong's 
counsel, Michael J. Flynn, during my settlement negotiations with 
him in 1986 and it was clearly understood by both sides of the 
negotiations that the confidentiality provisions were not to be 
reciprocal. Any assertions to the contrary now being made by 
Amrstrong are false. 

15. Turning to a related matter, during the course of Mr. 
Schomer's deposition, Attorney Plevin indicated on the record that 
I had in some fashion "coached" Schomer with regard to his responses 
to certain questions. Ms. Plevin said on the record of that 
deposition to Mr. Schomer, prior to asking him a question: "Now 
that Mr. Heller has told you what you can or cannot remember . . . " 
(see per. 118 of Schomer deposition attached to the Points and 
Authorities as part of Exhibit "B". 

16. After reviewing Schomer's deposition transcript, I 
directed correspondence to Ms. Plevin dated March 15, 1990 (Exhibit 
"2" to this Declaration.) wherein I demanded a retraction of her 
statement quoted above arguing she had no basis for it. Ms. Plevin 
replied to that letter through return correspondence dated March 
16, 1990, wherein she said , "However, my comment on page 118 of the 
transcription was an expression of annoyance, not a statement of 
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f act. 


I apologize ". 


(see Plevin correspondence dated March 16, 


1990 attached hereto as Exhibit "3"; emphasis added). 

17. In my March 15th letter, I also expressed my concern at 
the three (3) hours of questioning Schomer was subjected to during 
his deposition concerning my representation of him. My March 15th 
letter further stated on page 2 thereof that I protested as improper 
and unsupported Ms. Plevin's statement on the record of that 
deposition directed to me that: . .on your client's behalf you 
are attempting to frighten Mr. Schomer with potential lawsuits 
arising out of confidentiality agreements in the settlement your 
clients reached with Mr. Schomer which required him to avoid service 
of process and to create other difficulties with respect to 
testimony adverse to Scientology". 

18. In response to being called upon to explain that comment, 
Ms. Plevin stated in her return correspondence of March 16th that 
her statement accusing me of trying to frighten Schomer with the 
threat of litigation was made by her as a prelude: "... to 
elicit testimony to establish exceptions to the attorney-client 
privilege. In that context I stated that it was my intention to 
establish that Mr. Schomer has been influenced to have you represent 
him. The testimony was that you had not frightened him . You cannot 
contend that an attorney's statement of purpose for a line of 
questions is the equivalent of a statement of fact." (see page 2 
of Plevin letter attached hereto as Exhibit "3"; emphasis added). 

19. It would appear Ms. Plevin radically changed her position 
in the three (3) days that transpired between the time she wrote 
her correspondence to me on March 16, 1990 and the point in time 
that she filed the instant Motion on March 19, 1990. 
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20. Ms. Plevin's Motion is a bad fa^cn attempt to poison this 
Court against defendants and their counsel without any basis 
whatsoever. As prayed in this Opposition, sanctions must be 
awarded. I have spent 19.2 hours preparing this Opposition and 
project another three (3) hours of travel and court time to argue 
this Motion. My hourly rate is $210.00 per hour. I therefore 
request sanctions in the sum of $4662.00. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is 
true and correct. 

Executed this ^7^day of 1989, at Beverly Hills, 

California. 

Lawrence E. Heller 
Declarant 
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DECLARATION OF KENNETH LONG 


I, KENNETH LONG, declare as follows: 

1. I am over 18 years of age and a resident of the State 
of California. The matters set forth herein are based on my 
personal knowledge. 

2. On March 15, 1990, Gerald Armstrong ("Armstrong") 
executed a declaration in the above-captioned case. His 
declaration was filed in support of plaintiff's Motion for an 
Order Directing Non-Interference with Witnesses and 
Disqualification of Counsel and, in paragraphs 22-31, 33-35 and 
38-39, Arm,strong referred to several affidavits I executed in 
October, 1987. 

3. The crux of Armstrong's complaint about those 
affidavits is probably found at paragraph 35 of his 
declaration. There, Armstrong quotes from an affidavit I 
executed on October 7, 1987, and in which I described my 
January, 1987 discovery that Armstrong had knowingly violated 
orders issued by Los Angeles Superior Court. Taken together, 
my October, 1987 affidavits demonstrate that: 

a. In August, 1982, Armstrong was ordered by 
Judge John L. Cole to surrender certain documents 
and materials to the custody of the Clerk of the 
Los Angeles Superior Court. 

b. Armstrong later attested, on numerous 
occasions, that he had surrendered all such 
documents and materials, and that he had none in 
his possession. 

c. In January, 1987, following settlement of 
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Scientology of California ("CSC"), Armstrong 
turned over to CSC all Church-related documents in 


his possession. I personally inspected the 
documents turned over by Armstrong, and found a 
number of copies of the documents which Armstrong 
had previously sworn that he had surrendered to 
the Clerk of the Court. 

d. Based on my discovery of these documents, 

I concluded that Armstrong had intentionally 
perjured himself on numerous occasions, and had as 
well knowingly violated orders issued by judges at 
all levels ranging from the Los Angeles Superior 
Court to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

4. These affidavits were executed in the case of Church 
of Scientology of California v. Russell Miller and Penguin 

Books. Limited (" Miller "). Case No. 6140 in the High Court 
of Justice located in London, England. In Miller . CSC sued 
author Russell Miller and his publisher Penguin Books for 
breach of confidence arising out of Miller's use of some of the 
documents described in paragraph 2 above. Under United Kingdom 
legal procedure, since CSC had made out a prima facie case for 
breach of confidence against Armstrong in Church of 
Scientology of California and Mary Sue Hubbard v. Gerald 

Armstrong . LASC Case No. C 420153, it was possible to extend 
that breach of confidence claim to Miller and Penguin Books by 
linking them to Armstrong. The affidavits, therefore, were 
required to detail the elements of the breach of confidence 
claim against Miller and Penguin, and the claim could not have 
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been brought without explaining the underlying actions taken by 
Armstrong. 

5. There is no provision in the settlement agreement with 
Armstrong which would prohibit CSC from using information 
obtained through litigation with Armstrong in seeking legal 
remedies for wrongs committed by third parties. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the 
State of California that the foregoing is true and correct. 
DATED: March 26, 1990 


Kenneth /kr; 
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DECLARATION OF GERALD ARMSTRONG 


I, Gerald Armstrong, declare: 

1. I am making this statement because the facts herein are relevant 
in the trial of Religious Technology, et al. yJoseph Yannev. et al ..Los Angeles 
Superior Court Case No. C6902 1 1, now proceeding before Judge Raymond 
Cardenas. 

2. On November 30, 1969 I attended a hearing before Judge Norman 
Epstein in the Los Angeles Superior Court of the Scientology organization's 
motion to prevent my deposition from going forward in the case of Bent 
Corvdon v. Church of Scientology International, et al..N o. C6944Q1. Before 
the hearing, while waiting in the hall outside the courtroom I was served 
with a subpoena duces tecum ordering me to appear as a witness in the 
Yannev trial. 

3. On February 15, 1990 I received a telephone call from attorney 
Michael Tabb, a partner in the Boston, Massachusetts law firm of Flynn, 
Sheridan & Tabb which had represented me in the case of Church of 
Scientology of California and Marv Sue Hubbard v. Gerald Armstrong. Los 

Angeles Superior Court No. C420153- Mr. Tabb said that he had been called 
by Larry Heller, a supervising attorney for the Scientology organizations, 
hereinafter referred to as the organization, who told him that the 
organization considered I had violated my settlement agreement by being in 
the courthouse to be served in Yannev. that they intended to prove it and 
that I would be sued. 

4. On March 2 1 I spoke by telephone with attorney Michael Flynn, 
counsel of record in Armstrong, who said that he had been called by Mr. 
Heller two or three weeks before. Mr. Heller told Mr. Flynn that I was sitting 













in the courtroom in the Ye.nr.ey tried and that if I testified in Yanney i woui 


be in violation of the settlement agreement and I would be sued. Mr. Heller 
asked Mr. Flynn to call me and tell me not to testify. Mr. Flynn said no. The 
day I had been present at the Yannev trial was March 5, 1990. 

5 . Attached hereto is a copy of my declaration of March 15, 1990 and 
the exhibits thereto. I am providing this documentation because it concerns 
the settlement agreement I entered into with the organization and makes 
this declaration and my position understandable. 

I declare under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of 
California that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed this twenty-sixth day of March, 1990 at Oakland California. 



Gerald Armstrong 
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Los Angeles Superior Court 
111 North Hill Street 
Los Angeles, CA 
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PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: BENT CORYDON 


DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL, 
etc.et al. 
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CIVIL SUBPENA ( Duces Ttcum 


CAM NUM9IA 


C 694 401 


THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA. TO (nsmsj: 

GERALD ARMSTRONG 

1 YOU ARE ORDERED TO APPEAR AS A WITNESS in this action as follows uniass you make a spacial agraamant with tha 
parson namad in ham 3: 


April 24, 1990 


it): 00 AM 


a. Data: " r ' '' Tima: ’ Dapt./Div: 

b. Addraaa: 6380 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 1600, Los Angeles, CA 


Room.: 


:S 


2. AND YOU ARE 

ordered to sppasr in person. 

not required to appear in person if you produce a true, legible, and durable copy of the records desenbed in the accom¬ 
panying affidavit aa follows: (1) placa the copy of the records in an envelope (or other wrapper) and ssel it; (2) attach a copy 
of this subpena to tha anvelope or write on the envelope the case name and number, name of the witness and data and time 
from item 1 above; (3) placa this first anvalopa in an outar anvelope or wrapper, saal it. and mail it to the clerk of the court 
at tha addraaa in rtem 1. 

c. 1 j ordered to appear in parson and to product the records described in the accompanying affidavit. The personal attendance 
of the custodian of records or other qualified witness and the production of the original records ia required by this subpena. 
The procedure authorized pursuant to subdivision (b) of section 1560, and tactions 1561 and 1562. of the Evidence Code 
will not be deemed sufficient compliance with this subpena. 

IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS ABOUT WITNESS FEES OR THE TIME OR DATE FOR YOU TO APPEAR. OR IF YOU WANT TO BE 
CERTAIN THAT YOUR PRESENCE IS REQUIRED CONTACT THE ATTORNEY REQUESTING THIS SUBPENA. NAMED ABOVE. OR 
THE FOLLOWING PERSON. BEFORE THE DATE ON WHICH YOU ARE TO APPEAR: 

»• Nimi: Lawrence E. Heller, Esq. b. Teiaphone numbar: (213) 657-3100 

WKness Fees: Ybu are entitled to witness fees and mileage actually traveled both ways, as provided by lew. if you request them at 
the time of service Yau may rtqutat them before your scheduled appearance from the person named in item 3. 


5. You are ordered to appear in this civil matter in your capacity at a peace officer or other person described in Government Code section * 1 
68097.1. 

Date: Clerk, by . Deputy I 


DISOBEDIENCE OF THIS SUBPENA MAY BE PUNISHED AS CONTEMPT BY THIS COURT. YOU WILL ALSO BE UABLE FOR THE SUM 
OF FIVE HUNDRED DOLLARS AND ALL DAMAGES RESULTING FROM YOUR FAILURE TO OBEY. 



Dated: 




CSK2MATUW Of «ASO* / 


fRANK S. ZOLIN. County Clerk/Executivt Officerpf yt Superior Court 

(Typ« of Print (TTTvfc) 

(See reverse for proof of service) 
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N.A.MI A.DO«€SS ANO TtLtPHOSt NUMBERS 
Of ATTORNEYS) 

Turner, Gerstenfeld, Wilk & Ti german 
83838 Wi1 shire Boulevard, Suite 510 
Beverly Hills , CA 90211 
(213) 657-3100 

*ttob*iv(J) fob Defendants 

AUTHOR SERIVCES, INC. and BRIDGE 
PUBLICATIONS, INC. 


SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA. COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


CASE NUMBER 


BENT C0RYD0N 


C 694 401 


vs 


FLAINTIFFtBI 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL, 
INC., etc.,et al. 


OEFENDAMT(S) 


APPLICATION FOR 
SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM 
RE DEPOSITION 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA, County of Lo» Angeles 


defendants AUTHOR SERVICES, INC. 

The undersigned states: That he is attorney of record for an< ^ ^IDGE PUBLICATIONS, above entitled 


action; that the deposition of GERALD ARMSTRONG i s noticed for hearing before 

such duly commissioned notary public a t 10:00 A ^^ 

in Room No. , located at 6380 Wi 1 shire Blvd., Suite 1600 in the City of 

Los Angeles , County of Los Angeles 

State of California, on April 24 , 19 90. 


That GERALD ARMSTRONG 

has in his possession or under his control the exact matters or things designated below: 

Tape(s), or any other records, whether sound or written, of recordings 
of any and all telephone conversation(s) between Lawrence E. Heller 
and Gerald Armstrong whether such tape(s) record both participants 
or one participant to said telephone conversation(s). 
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APPLICATION FOR SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM RE DEPOSITION 
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j| Lawrence E. Heller, Esq. 

TURNER, GERSTENFELD, WILK & TIGERMAN 
| 8383 Wilshire Boulevard 

I Suite 510 

j Beverly Hills, CA 90211 
(213) 657-3100 


Attorneys for Defendants 

AUTHOR SERVICES, INC. AND BRIDGE PUBLICATIONS, INC. 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


BENT CORYDON, ) CASE NO. C 694 401 

) 

Plaintiff, ) NOTICE OF TAKING OF 

) DEPOSITION OF GERALD 

vs. ) ARMSTRONG AND REQUEST 

) FOR PRODUCTION OF 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY ) DOCUMENTS 

INTERNATIONAL, et al., ) 

) 

Defendants. ) 

_ ) 

AND RELATED CROSS-ACTIONS ) 

_ ) 

TO ALL INTERESTED PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD. 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that defendants AUTHOR SERVICES, INC. and 
BRIDGE PUBLICATIONS, INC. will take the oral deposition of Gerald 
Armstrong on April 24, 1990 at 10:00 a.m. at law offices of Toby L. 
Plevin located at 6380 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1600, Los Angeles, 
California after plaintiff (who has previously noticed and subpenaed 
Gerald Armstrong for deposition on said date) has completed its 
questioning. Said deposition shall continue from day to day until 
completed unless other arrangements are made on the record. 
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PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that Gerald Armstrong is hereby 
requested to produce the following items at the time of his 
deposition: 

Tape(s), or any other records, whether sound 
or written, of recordings of any and all 
telephone conversation(s) between Lawrence E. 

Heller and Gerald Armstrong whether such 
tape(s) record both participants or one 
participant to said telephone conversation(s). 

Said deposition shall be taken before a duly commissioned 
Notary Public who may appear therefore. 

Dated: April 1990 


TURNER, GERSTENFELD, WILK & TIGERMAN 


BY 



Lawrence E. Heller 


Attorneys for Defendants 
AUTHOR SERVICES, INC. and 
BRIDGE PUBLICATIONS, INC. 


{Of 
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That the above documents are material to the issues involved in the case by reason of the following facts: 


Deponent has filed a declaration in this litigation in support of 
plaintiff's case, and one of plaintiff's motions, wherein telephone 
call(s) with Lawrence E. Heller were described. The attorney for 
plaintiff, Toby Plevin, has stated on the Court's record that 
recordings were made of those telephone call(s). The content of those 
telephone calls are disputed. 


That good cause exists for the production of the above described matters and things by reason of the 
following facts: 


Defendants herein have no other source of obtaining this 
information other than this method. 


WHEREFORE request is made that the Subpoena Duces Tecum issue 


Executed April 3 


. 19 90 , at Beverly Hills .California. 


I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws ol omia that the foregoing is true and correct. 



' (Signature of Declarant) 

Lawrence E. Heller 


The declaration under oenalrv of oeriury must be timed in California, or in a state that authorizes use of a declaration in lieu 





PROOF OF SERVICE 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

I am employed in the county of Los Angeles, State of 
California. I am over the age of 18 and not a party to the within 
action; my business address is 8383 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 510, 
Beverly Hills, California 90211. 

On April 3, 1990, I served the foregoing document described 
as NOTICE OF TAKING DEPOSITION OF GERALD ARMSTRONG AND REQUEST FOR 
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS by placing [] the original [x] a true copy 
thereof enclosed in sealed envelopes addressed as follows; 


Toby L. Plevin, Esq. 
6380 Wilshire Boulevard 
Suite 1600 

Los Angeles, CA 90025 


Kendrick Moxon, Esq. 
Bowles & Moxon 
6255 Sunset Boulevrd 
Suite 2000 

Los Angeles, CA 90028 


William T. Dresher, Esq. 

Wyman, Bautzer, Kuchel St Silbert 
2049 Century Park East 
14th Floor 

Los Angeles, CA 90067 


Michael Hertzberg 
740 Broadway 
5th Floor 

New York, New York 10003 


[x] BY MAIL - I deposited such envelope in the mail at Beverly 
Hills, California. The envelope was mailed with postage thereon 
fully prepaid as follows; I am "readily familiar" with the firm's 
practice of collection and processing correspondence for mailing. 
Under that practice it would be deposited with U.S. postal service 
on that same day with postage thereon fully prepaid at Beverly 
Hills, California in the ordinary cause of business. I am aware 
that on motion of the party served, service is presumed invalid if 
postal cancellation date or postage meter date is more than one day 
after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit. 

[ ] BY PERSONAL SERVICE - I delivered such an envelope by hand to 
the offices of the addressee. 

[x] (State) I declare under the penalty of perjury under the laws 
of the State of California that the above is true and correct. 


[ ] (Federal) I declare that I am employed in the office of a 
member of the bar of this court at whose direction the service was 
made. 


Executed on April 3, 1990, at Beverly Hills, California. 

TjTLIp "" 


SUSAN J.(FLEMING 
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This is a transcript of a recording of Gerald Armstrong s side of a •eiephon- 
call received from attorney Lawrence Heller on November 20, ldod The 
recording begins after the start of the conversation Times when Mr Heller 
is speaking are indicated by "LH." Armstrong's notes of Mr. Heller's words 
made during the call should be read to make the conversation 
understandable. 


LH 

GA I don't think so 
LH 

GA I don't ...No, it would be inappropriate 
LH 


GA Yeah. I know Eent quite well. 

LH 

GA I would say that I'm a relevant witness. 

LH 

GA I would say to a great extent. 

LH 

GA I don't believe that I can. That I can.... from everything I've seen 


that's going on, and everything I've heard that's going on, and knowing my 
history and the issues. I cannot see me duckin'? it at all. I can't see that 


LH 


GA Right 
LH 


"A P i o h f 
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Uh, yeah 


GA Yeah 
LK 

GA Yeah, I think that you could check with Ken Long on, you know, what 
has been done regarding Gerald Armstrong subsequent to the settlement 
LH 

GA There have been a number of things. The organization has not been 
silent in the least. 

LH 

GA He'll be able to tell you. Just simply say.Get from him everything 

that's been filed regarding Armstrong, everything that.... all of his 
declarations regarding me, all the false report....so-called false corrections 
that have been put out subsequent to the settlement, any time that the so- 
called Armstrong Operation videotape has been used subsequent to the 
settlement. I think you'll find a rather extensive list 
LH 

GA There was an edited version 
LH 

GA Yeah. 

LH 

GA Y eah 
LH 

GA Okay, bye 

End 
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Internal Revenue Service 


Department of the Treasury 


Washington, DC 23224 


•Church of Spiritual 
Technology 

419 North Larchmont, Suite 162 
Los Angeles, CA 90004 


Person to Contact: 

Mr. M. Friedlancer 


Telephone Number: 

(202) 566-6701 

Refer Reply to: 

E:EO 


Date: 


JUL 


3 


Employer Identification Number 

Form 
Tax Years 


95-3781769 

1120 

All Years 


Dear Applicant: 


This is a final adverse ruling as to your exempt status under section 
501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code. 


Tnis ruling is made for the following reasons: 

1. You have failed to establish that vcu are operated exclusively 

for exempt rurooses as required bv section 501(c)(3) of the Code. 

You have not demonstrated that vour activities and purposes conform 

to exenot purposes and activities as required bv section 501(c)(3) 

of the Code. 

You are one of a number of organizations which were created pursuer 
to a reorganization of the Church of Scientology which took place in 
1981 and 1982. The reorganization was undertaken after the Service 
revoked the exempt status of the Church of Scientology of California, 
the former "Mother Church" of the denomination. The basis of the 
revocation was that the California church was an ordinary cccnercial 
enterprise, the Church's income inured to L. Ron Hubbard, founder 
of the Scientology religion, and the Church had violated public 
policy by conspiring to impede the Service from assessing and 
collecting taxes which were lawfully due. Church on Scientoloev cf 
California v. C. I. R. , 83 T.C. 381 (September 24, 1984). iEe 

revocation was sustained by the Tax Court and upheld by the Court 
of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. 823 F. 2d 1310 (9th Cir. 1937). 


An earlier case involving a Scientology organization had also 
in a finding of private benefit to Mr. Hubbard and members cf his 
Foundir.2 Church of Scientolosv v. U.S., 412 F. 2d 1197 (Ct. Cl. 1 
rt. cen., 397 U.S. 1009 (1970). 


result 



In the Church of California case, 
w the Cvwircn actercotec to tru.stro.ee 


cited above, the Tax Court describ 
nee no cooks cr icurms to recorc 
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Church cf Spiritual Technology 


and systematize its financial transactions. Therefore, the examination had 
to proceed cn the basis of millions of separate checks, invoices, and 
disbursement vouchers. The Church's accountant saw to it that these 
documents were provided in no semblance of order. He advised another 
church to "give the IRS agent a bunch of records in a box in no semblance 
of order, to place the agent in a dark, small, out-of-the-way room, [and] 
to refuse to give practical assistance locating records." In the face of 
such tactics, the IRS spent approximately two years in an unsuccessful 
attempt to audit the Church's 1968 and 1969 financial operations. 


In addition to the above tactics, the Church knowlingly and purposely 
misled the IRS concerning extensive operations it conducted in the United 
Kingdom. It concealed from the examiners the fact that it regularly received 
debit advices from foreign banks in lieu of canceled checks. It never 
produced canceled checks from sene of its accounts which it maintained in 
the name of another corporation. When checks were produced, they were 
sometimes detached from their stubs. Boxes of records were mislabeled. 

The Church intentionally delayed in providing requested records and in seme 
instances it never provided the records at all. 


In order to establish whether the reorganized Church of Scientology was 
operated exclusively in furtherance of exempt purposes, we sought to obtain 
detailed information from you and from the other newly created entities 
which had filed applications for recognition of exemption. Although seme 
information was initially provided, the information was incomplete or partial. 
Right of the organizations eventually withdrew their applications without 
providing the information we had requested. 


While the applications were pending, witnesses gave testimony in court 
cases involving churches of Scientology. See Church of Scientology of 
California v. Gerald Armstrong , Mo. C 420153 (Calif. Super. Ct., July 20, 193* 
Founding Church of Scientology of Washington, D.C., Inc., et al. v. Director , 

Federal Bureau of Investigation, et al. , 802 F. 2nd 1445 (1985), cert, cen. . 

56 U.S.L.W. 3231 (October 6, 1987). The testimony was to the effect that 
L. Ron Hubbard continued to control the Church of Scientology for his 
private benefit. Witness testimony in the Armstrong case alleged that the 
oroiecz known as Mission Corporate Category Sort-Out (MCCS) had been 
undertaken by the Church of Scientology of California in 1980. The allsgec 
purccse of the MCCS project was, according to the testimony of Laurel 
Sullivan, to devise a new organizational structure to conceal L. Ron 
Hubbard's continued control of the Church of Scientology. In the Founding 
Church v. Director. F.3.I. case, to which the Service was a party, tr.e 
government successfully argued that L. Ron Hubbard should be required to 
-nd be ceocsed because he was a managing agent of the Church. Mr. 


iooe; 


:id not accear 


the case against one g< 
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Church of Spiritual Technology 


”e asked Che remaining applicants who had r.oc wididrawn cheir appiicacic 
co ccmmenc on the matters noted in the Armstrong and Founding Church v. Dire'' rn ’ 

F.3.I. 


cases. 


_ They responded that the testimony related to otner organizations 

and time periods, attacked the credibility of the witnesses, and stated 


that L. Son Hubbard did not hold any position of control in any church of 
Scientolgy even though he was still revered as the founder of the religion. 

We were told that the present corporate structure had been designed after those 
responsible for the MCCS project had been dismissed from the church and that 
the work done on the MCCS project was not considered or consulted in 
designing die new organizational structure presently in place. At the same 
time, we were furnished for the first time a chart showing levels of 
authority and departments within the new organizational structure. One of 


national, 


the departments, the Commodore's Messenger Organization (International), 
exists within the corporate structure of Church of Scientology Inte 
the new "Mother Church" of the denomination. According to allegations made 
in the Armstrcng case, L. Ron Hubbard controlled the church through the 
Commodore 1 s Messenger Organization utilizing David Miscavige, Pat Broeker 
and Anne Broeker to carry out his orders. David Miscavige, Anne Broeker, 
and Lyman Spurlock were the original trustees of Religious Technology 
Center. Mr. Miscavige enjoys a position of influence in the reorganized 
Scientology structure which we have been informed derives from "moral 
authority" rather than from any official position in the corporate structur 
Lyman Spurlock is President of Churdi of Spiritual Technology and, along 


with 

Inc. 


Mr. Miscavige, is an employee of Author Services, Inc. Author Services 


is a for-profit corporation formed to orovide services to L. Ron 


ibbard in connection with exploitation of patents and copyrights whic 
ibhard owned. 


aonlicat: 


iry 7, 1986, we issued an initial adverse ruling on year 
:n. You submitted a written protest to our initial adverse ruling. 


In your rrccest we learned for the first time of the existence of s 


f spill 


other organizations which were related to due new Scientology operating 
structure. Following your protest conference, which was held in January, 
1937, we asked you co provide more detailed information about 


:ese new 

"international" organizations, including International Association of 
Scientologists, International SOR Trust, SOR Management Services, Ltd., 
Scientology International Missions Trust, and International Scientology 
Religious Trust. In a letter dated Movember 24, 1937, we r.cced that you 
had previously agreed to supply that information to us. However, you did 
cot suooiv the information. 


In sueport cf dee protest to our initial adverse ruling, we were supplied 
with copies of affidavits dated December 4, 1986, from Gerald Armstrong and 
Laurel Sullivan. Ms. Sullivan was dee person in charge of the MCCS project. 
The affidavits state that the r.ev church management "seems co have returnee 
to the basic and lawful policies and procedures as laid cut by the founder 
R. Ron Hubbard." The affidavits conclude as follows: 


cue reuigior 
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"Because of trie foregoing, I no longer have 
of Scier.colaey or individual ner.bers affiliated 
I have executed a mutual release agreement with 
and sign this affidavit in order to signify that 
Church of Scientology or any of its members." 


any conflict with the Chu 
with the Church. Accordi: 
the Church of Scientology 
I have r.o quarrel with t: 


The history of Scientology's operations detailed in the Church of 
California case includes a lack of adequate financial records, public policy 
violations, deceptive practices and the maintenance of enemies lists against 
whom any actions, however illegal, were justified. The California case 
also demonstrates inurement of net earnings and benefit to the private interest 
of Mr. Hubbard, operations that primarily furthered commercial purposes 
conducted amid continuous representations denying control by and benefit to 
Mr. Hubbard, and a tenacious denial of the actual state of the organization's 
affairs in the face of overwhelming evidence establishing die true nature 
of the organization's operations. More recently, attempts to conceal 
Mr. Hubbard's ongoing control of Scientology were alleged in the Armstrong 
case. Utilizing testimony any witnesses from the Armstrong case, the 
government successfully argued that Mr. Hubbard was a managing agent of 
the Churdi of Scientology as late as 1984. See die Founding Church v. Director , 
F.3.I. case, cited earlier. 


The events detailed in these court cases, which span almost die entire 
period of Scientology's history, create an inference that Scientology, even 
after reorganization, is not operated exclusively for exempt purposes. The 
fact diat Mr. Armstrong and Ms. Sullivan elected to settle their personal 
differences with Scientology does not detract from die relevance of the 
statements they previously made concerning Mr. Hubbard's use of Scientology 
organizations to serve his private interest. Our experience with vcur 
organization similarly reflects a continuation of the pattern of inurement 
and benefit to die private interest of It. Hubbard, operations that 
primarily further commercial purposes, and denials of control by and benefit 
to Mr. Hubbard for periods prior to his deadi despite contrary judicial and 
Service findings. Blanket denials that Mr. Hubbard personally profited 
from his position of influence in Scientology and assertions that your 
coerations exclusively further exempt purposes co net dispel '' 


_o -l - 


Mr. Hubbard died on January 24, 1985. But, his death did not alter the 
history of Scientology's prior operations or make available complete 
information about your actual operations. Moreover, the same individuals 
who controlled Scientology operations prior to Mr. Hubbard's death, and who 



and private benefit continued alter Mr. Muttarc' s _ce.acn ar.c more complete 
information about your operations and financial affairs was required to assure 
chat vour coerations had changed to eliminate any further private tenant. 


{to 
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For the reasons explained above, in a letter dated March. 17, 1988, we 
proposed to review your books of account and records and those of Church 
of Scientology International and Religious Technology Center. As explained in 
cur letter of March 17, 1983, the purpose of this review was twofold. 

First, to determine the integrity of your financial and accounting systems so 
we could verify that the information you had provided was accurate. Second 
to verify that no part of your net earnings inures to the benefit of any 
private shareholder or individual and that there is no other disqualifying 
activity. 


Church of Spiritual Technology, Church of Scientology International, 
and Religious Technology Center agreed to participate in the financial 
reviews pursuant to the letters of March 17, 1988. Church of Spiritual 
Technology, Religious Technology Center and Church of Scientology Internationa 
informed us by letter dated June 24, 1983, that they would no longer 
participate in the review. The refusal to continue the review, concentrating 
on those areas of concern, and their failure to fulfill the terms of the 
March 17, 1988, agreement, prevents us from concluding that Scientology's 
operations have changed and that activities previously found to be 
disqualifying for purposes of section 501(c)(3) of the Code have been 
discontinued. Therefore, we conclude that you have not established that 
you are operated exclusively for exempt purposes as required by section 
501(c)(3) of the Code. 


You are crerated for a substantial non-exetrot ccnr.ercial ourmcse. 


In our initial adverse ruling of January 7, 1936, we concluded 
that you were operated for a substantial non-exanpt commercial purpose 
because vcur activities assisted other organizations in maximizing 
sales of goods and services associated with the practice of Scientology. 


In your protest and subsequent submissions you argued that your 
activities were engaged in for religious rather than commercial purposes. 
You contended that the provision of goods and services for a fee, which_ 
is characteristic of Scientology, was a permissible means of providing run 
necessary for Scientology to support its operations, provide reserves 
for renovations and expansion, and to attract potential new members 
to due religion. 


(U 
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Ye have carefully considered your arguments, but fail to see that 
sales of goods and services for a fee by Sciencology organisations under 
policies and directives which emphasise sales and profits does not result 
in a primary purpose of engaging in activities similar in nature to 
these of an ordinary coracercial enterprise, in which profits are the 
primary goal, rather than in advancing religious purposes. The fact 
that the fees provide a source of funds for operating expenses and future 
expansion and dissemination does nothing to distinguish these fee-for-servi 
operations from similar activities of ordinary commercial enterprises. 
Therefore, by assisting and aiding in the marketing of Scientology, you 
are engaged in activities which further a substantial non-exempt commercial 
purpose. 


Your archival activities relate to the materials constituting the 
scriptures of Scientology. These materials consist of the written and 
spoken works of L. Ron Hubbard on the subject of Scientology. Prior to 
his death, Mr. Hubbard held the copyrights on these materials. Hie 
works you collected were being commercially exploited by *ir. Hubbard 
and seme of the organizations licensed by him. You were supported by 
income paid to you by some of the organizations engaged in this 
exploitation, notably Religious Technology Center and Church of 
Sciencology Flag Service Organization, Inc. , a subordinate of Church of 
Scientology International. You were thus performing functions which 
benefited these organizations and furthered their objective of marketing 
Scientology products and services. 


Arrer Mr. Hubbard's death, Religious Technology Center and Chure 
of Sciencology International and its subordinates have continued to 
markat Sciencology products and services. Your collection cf origin 
Hubbard writing and tape recordings enhances their marketing efforts 
because the products they marked are derived from these original wri 
ana tape recordings. Therefore, you are operated for a substantial 
nen-exempt commercial purpose. 


gs 


In addition, the refusal to continue the review agreed to in the 
letters of March 17, 1938, to Church of Spiritual Technology, Church of 
Sciencology International, and Religious technology Center, concentrating 
cn chose areas of concern, and their refusal to fulfill the terms or 
the ''arch 17, 1933, agreement prevents us from concluding chat. 
Scientology's operations have changed and that activities previously 
found to be disqualifying for purposes of seccicn 501(c)(3) or me Core 
have been discontinued. Therefore, we conclude that you have not 
established that you are operated exclusively for exempt purposes as 
recuired bv section 501(c)(3) of the Cede. 


/iz 







'echnology 


or spiritt 


You are operated for the benefit of private interests and 

vour net earnings inure to the benefit of Private ir.rii’/Idua 1 s 


In cur initial adverse ruling, we concluded chat your operations 
furthered the private interest of and resulted in inurement of net 
earnings to L. Ron Hubbard because he received royalties on the 
sales of products associated with the practice of the religion he 
founded. We also concluded that your activities served Mr. Hubbard's 
private interest through your participation in a plan to exploit 
Mr. Hubbards's trademarks, trade names, service marks, copyrights, 
and patents through licensing and assignment arrangements. We also 
concluded that your activities served the private interests of and 
resulted in inurement of net earning to organizations associated 
with Mr. Hubbard. 


In your protest you called our attention to the fact of 
Mr. Hubbard's death and noted that his estate is in probate. Church 
of Spiritual Technology is the principal beneficiary of the estate 
and will receive the royalty income formerly received by Mr. Hubbard 
if it is determined to be exempt under section 501(c)(3). Based 
on these facts, you contend that private benefit, if there was any, 
ceased upon the death of Mr. Hubbard on January 24, 1986. 

Mr. Hubbard's death does not erase the benefit and inurement 
to his private interest that occurred. 


Further, both before and after Mr. Hubbard's death, you made 
the original writings and other materials formerly owned by Mr. 

Hubbard available to Church of Scientology International and 
Religious Technology Center in exchange for so-called "contributions" 
from Religious Technology Center and Church of Scientology Flag 
Service Org, Inc., a subordinate of Church of Scientology Internationa 
Religious Technology Center and Church of Scientology International 
engage in marketing Scientology to the public in a manner 
indistinguishable from that of an ordinary commercial enterprise. 
Therefore, your provision of the original Hubbard Materials to 
Religious Technology Center and Church of Scientology International 
serves tone private interests of Religious Techno log/' Center and 
Church of Scientology International. 


In addition, the refusal to continue 


».u , 
t. .e 


review agrees 


real Technology, 


the letters of March 17, 1988, to Church of Spiri 
Church of Scientology International, and Religious Technology 
Center, concentrating on those areas of concern, and their 
to fulfill the terms of the March 17, 1988, agreement prevents 
from concluding achat Scientology's operations have changed and 


erusal 
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ch of Spiritual Technology 

Chat activities previously found to be disqualifying for purposes 
of section 501(c)(3) of the Code have been discontinued. Therefore, 
we conclude that you have not established that you are operated 
exclusively for exempt purposes as required by section 501(c)(3) of 
the Code. 

4-. You have failed to establish that vou are not operated for 

the benefit of private interests and that vour net earrings 

do not inure to the benefit of Drivate individuals. 


Trusts and corporations can be used to siphon income from 
allegedly exempt organizations for the benefit of private individuals. 
This happened in the Church of California case. An allegedly religious 
trust and dummy Panamanian corporations were used to funnel money 
to L. Ron Hubbard. 


Although the organizational structures employed by Scientology 
have changed since the California case, you have not clearly 
established that your relationship with the new entities furthers 
your exclusively exempt purposes. The past history of Scientology's 
operations suggests that the purpose of these organizations cay be 
to disguise the fact that private interests are the ultimate 
beneficiaries of the reorganized operating structure. 

An example of an organization which may serve private interests 
is International Publications Trust (I?T). Prior to the formation 
of IPT, L.-Ron Hubbard granted licenses to New Era Publications (NE?) 
to produce Scientology books and E-meters. NE? sublicensed Bridge 
Publications, Inc. (BPI). The license and sublicense agreements 
provided for royalty payments from BPI to NEP and fron NEP to L. 

Ron Hubbard. Then, IPT was formed to act as the holding company parent 
of BPI and NEP. 


You informed us that IPT has two foreign trustees, Church of 
Scientology Religious Education College, a corporation, and C-eof 
Clunie, an individual. Cur requests for additional information 
about IPT and its trustees and their relationship to the reorgan 
Scientology structure have not been answered. 


rrev 


So, 


;e see m 


an entity that controls Scientology publications and E-meter 
production controlled by persons about whom no information has 
been provided. In the absence of any other explanation for this 
arrangement, we have no alternative but to conclude chat the 
holding company's real purpose could be to benefit Mr. Clunie's 
private interest or the private interest of the College, just as 
intervening trusts and corporations were 'used to mask ' 
che orivata interest of L. Ron Hubbard. 


ltd_ 
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It is also clear than HE? and 3PI share in Che commercial 
exploitation of these properties to benefit their own private 
interests. Mr. Hubbard's death did not effect the rights that HE? 
had already received from Mr. Hubbard prior to his death. Therefore, 
NEP and E?I are continuing to benefit from their part in the 
commercial exploitation of these properties even though Mr. Hubbard 
is no longer sharing in the benefits of the commercial exploitation. 
Even if Church of Spiritual Technology does eventually become the 
cwner of the patents and copyrights formerly owned by Mr. Hubbard, 
the licenses granted to NEP will still be in effect. Tnus the 
privace benefit to NEP and BPI is ongoing even though Mr. Hubbard 
is dead and even though a number of new Scientology organizations 
have been created. Further, it has not been established that 
other new and old organizations about which our requests for 
detailed information remain unanswered are not sharing in private 
benefit. The potential beneficiaries include Author Services, 

Inc., SOR Management Servies, Ltd, International Scientology Film 
Trust, and International Scientology Religious Trust. 


Tne same persons who were in charge of Scientology prior to 
Mr. Hubbard's death hold positions of control or influence in some 
of these new organizations. For example, persons who hold positions 
of influence in the reorganized Scientology structure also hold 
positions in Author Services, Inc., a for-profit corporation formed 
to benefit L. Ron Hubbard. Lyman Spurlock, David Miscavige, Greg 
Wilhere, Terri Gamboa, Marion Meisler, Maria Starkey, and Be cloy 
Hay, persons who hold influence in the reorganized Scientology 
structure, also hold positions in Author Services, Inc. Author 
Services, Inc., is new performing the same function of "collecting 
royalties" for the beneficiary of L. Pen Hubbard's estate. Thus, 
as happened in the Church of California case, the income of an 
allegedly exempt organization (Church of Spiritual Technology 
should it obtain recognition of exemption) will be passed through 
a for-profit corporation which is controlled by persons who also 
UqI q cs 1 c ens or i r l 1 1 pn. c p cbio Sci.tsncoXo^y 3 rtroctmrG• 


A si 
of Churc 
A nonexe 
under a 
allegedl 
organiza 
as r.omin 
rGcr 1 -’ £ir. i 


milar problem exists with regard to the "central reserves" 
h of Sciencolo°v lor 2 ms.cions.! ond irs subordinacy churohe 
mpe foreign entity, SOR Management Services, is being paid 
contract to "manage" these reserves. Again, the income cf 
,y exempt organizations is being passed through a nenexempt 
.ticn controlled by persons who hold positions in, or act 
;ees for, organizations in the topmost levels of the 
zed Scientology structure. 


s. 
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tual Technology 


Moreover, a newly revealed organization, International SCR Trust, 
about which our inquiries resain unanswered, has an ongoing 
relationship with some of the organizations engaged in the 
exploitation of the properties formerly owned by Mr. Hubbard. For 
exarmle, at one time International SOR Trust purchased the stock 
of Bridge Publications, Inc., from Church of Scientology of 
California and later disposed of the stock to International 
Publications Trust. 


Furthermore, individuals closely associated with Cancor? 
Investment Properties, a for-profit British Columbia corporation 
allegedly forced to serve the private interests of L. Ron Hubbard, 
about which we inquired, have been in positions of influence in 
the reorganized Scientology structure. You refuse to provide 
detailed information about Cancorp Investment Properties or 
Religious Research Foundation, another organization allegedly 
forced to serve the private interest of L. Ron Hubbard, about 
which we also inquired. 


The proliferation of associated entities also includes a number of 
other new "international" organizations, about which we have inquired but 
you have not responded to our inquiries. Since the Scientology operating 
structure is the only funding source for these organizations, they and th 
persons who control them are also sharing in the income generated by the 
activities of Church of Spiritual Technology, Church of Scientology 
International, and Religious Technology Center. 


In light of the past history of Scientology's operations, this 
continuing sharing in the net earnings of Scientology by nonexempt 
entities is sufficient by itself to raise serious concerns about 
private benefit and inurement. Nonetheless, you have chosen to 
ignore these concerns or have provided incomplete or partial information 
which is not adequate to establish that private benefit and inurement 
are not flowing to nonexempt entities, some of which employ ar.d are 
directed by the same people who hold positions of influence in the 
new Scientology operating structure. Such self-dealing cces r.ct 
lose its identity as private benefit and inurement merely because 
it is conducted through intermediary individuals and/or organizations. 


Accordingly, we find that you are not exempt because you have failed 
to establish that you do not operate for the benefit of private 
interests and that your net income does not inure to private individuals 


contrary to the prohibition contained in section 501(c)(3) cf the 
Internal Revenue Code. In addition, the rerusal to continue cne 
review agreed to in the letters of March 17, 1938, to Church of Spiritual 
Technology, Church of Scientology International, and Religious Technology 
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Center, concentrating on those areas of concern, and their refusal to 
fulfill the certs cf the March 17, 1988, agreement prevents us from concluding 
that Scientology's operations have changed and that activities previously 
found to be disqualifying for purposes of section 501(c)(3) of the Code 
have been discontinued. Therefore, we conclude that you have not established 
that you are operated exclusively for exempt purposes as required by section 
501(c)(3) of the Code. 

Furthermore, the Service considers your failure to fulfill the terms 
of the March 17, 1988, agreement as constituting a failure to exhaust 
administrative remedies, as required by section 7428(b)(2) of the Code. 

Contributions to your organization are not deductible under Code section 

170. 


You are required to file federal income tax returns on the above form. 
Eased on the financial information you furnished, it appears that returns 
should be filed for the tax years shewn above. You should file these 
returns with your key District Director for exempt organization matters 
within 30 days from the date of this letter, unless a request for an 
extension of time is granted. Returns.for later tax years should be filed 
with the appropriate service center as indicated in the instructions for those 
returns. 

If you decide to contest this ruling under the declaratory judgment 
provisions of section 7428 of the Code, you oust initiate a suit in the 
United States Tax Court, the United States Claims Court, or the District 
Court of the United States for the District of Columbia before the 91st 
day after the cate that this ruling•was mailed to you. Contact the clerk 
of the aoorooriate court for rules for initiating suits for declarator/ 
judgment. Processing of income tax returns and assessment of any taxes due 
will not be delayed because a declaratory judgment suit has been filed ’under 
code section 7423. 

If you have questions, please contact the person whose name and telephone 
number are shown in the heading of this letter. 

Sincerely yours, 

[Signed) E , D. Colenan 

E.D. Coleman 

Director, Exempt Organizations 
Technical Division 
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DECLARATION OF GERALD ARMSTRONG 


externally and overtly and covertly, and it ran agents and 

/lg 


I, Gerald Armstrong, declare: 

- - - 1^_I have been informed by my attorney, Julia 

Dragojevic, that attorneys for plaintiff Scientology organization 
have advised her that they intend to tell the Court that the 
organization has now fully complied with the Court's orders 
of July 2, September 9 and December 9, 1985 regarding production 
of documents. The purpose of this declaration is to show that 
the Court's orders have not been complied with. 

2. I have reviewed the documents received from 
plaintiff organization as my "3-1" file. This is offered by the 
organization as full compliance with original requests for 
production: 

2. All originals and all copies of Guardians Office 
files pertaining to Gerald Armstrong. 

3. All originals and all copies of correspondence 
of the Guardian's Office pertaining to Gerald 
Armstrong. 

Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a 14 page "time track" or 
chronology produced as part of the 3-1 file. I have circled 
in red the date of 87 time track entries for which the documents 
from which they were extracted have been deleted from this "3-1 
file.- 

3. *B-1" was a designation, known from a certain level 
upwards in the organization, for the Guardians Office 
intelligence bureau. 3-1 gathered intelligence internally and 
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carried out operations against enemies to frame them, compromise j 
them, or otherwise nullify them as a threat. The GO also ran 
public relations, finance, legal, and they had, except for a 
couple of L. Ron Hubbard's personal public relations officers, 
total control of any organization interfacing with government 
agencies, the media, law enforcement, private investigators, and 
enemies. The only thing the GO did not run was the auditing¬ 
training income-making apparatus of the organization. And that 

J 

part of the organization would have no files on me. Within the 
GO each bureau had its own files. These files often related tc 
enemies. "Freedom," the organization's tabloid black PR tool, 
was part of the GO. And the GO was itself a part and function 
of the Church of Scientology of California corporately and it 
was operated by Hubbard through his wife, the Controller. Thei-_ 
has been a continuity in GO activities, and in many cases 
personnel, right to present time. The organization still puts 
out "Freedom," it still does PR and black PR, it hires private 
investigators, lawyers, graphologists, etc., it has a finance 
bureau , and it has intelligence data gathering and covert 
operations; and it has files on me in each of these areas. 
Different organization units performing these functions from 
1982 onward include Special Project, ASI, Religious Technology 
Center (RTC), Office of Special Affairs (OSA)(which is divided 
into OSA Pac(ific), OSA US, OSA Int(ernational), etc.). Mission 
All-Clear (MAC)(also with local, continental and international 
units), Commodore's Messenger Organization (CMO) units, Watch- 
Dog Committee (WDC), and possibly others unknown. The corporatic 

name personnel in these units supposedly worked for was 

Hft' --n 
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irrelevant since Hubbard, the GO, and the messengers who took 
over the GO functions in 1981 by-passed all corporate lines. 

The last time track entry in the "3-1" file (see Exhibit A) is 
June 15, 1982. The organization had already begun its PI 
surveillance of Jocelyn and me, yet there is no time track 

i 

i 

reference to the Pis or their product. That the organization's 
intelligence bureau was not running the Pis and not getting 
their product is a laughable impossibility. The_ real GO files 
on me, as for major enemies, would have been started in 1982. 
Before then there would have been an accumulation of some 
materials in my "3-1" file, notably everything from the three 
weeks I was locked up on Hubbard's order in B-l at GO US in 1976, 
but even this plaintiff organization has failed to produce. In 
the spring and summer of 1982 the organization escalated the 
attack against me— the Pi's, the assaults, the attempted 
criminal charges with the LAPD, many meetings with organization 
personnel, the London operation, the "Armstrong Operation" (or 
Sherman-Ingrsun Operation) , more attempted criminal charges with j 
the LA DA and the FBI, media campaigns, "Freedom" campaigns. Yet 
the documents the organization offers end, but for a few 
exceptions, in the spring of 1982. Each of the operations or 
attacks is GO province and function. Organization attorneys are 
trying to make believe that if the name changed the function 
disappeared. An analogy would be the War Department under FDR 
becoming the Department of Defense. The functions remained the 
same and there was, as in GO activities, continuity until presen 
time. The 3-1 file produced is a joke. The organization is 
asking me to believe that after it raised me in importance to 

/ . ... n 
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its number one or two enemy, all reports, correspondence, orders, 
evaluations, programs and operations concerning me ceased. The 
material received as "3-1" is a small fraction of the 
documentation in the organization's actual intelligence files on 
me. Then there are the PR and legal files. 

4. I refer the court to my declaration of April 9, 

1986 in which I listed various incidents, operations or 
publications which were clearly organization creations and 
concerning which the organization had produced no documents. The 
facts of that declaration, except for the subsequent receipt of 
the partial "3-1" file, are essentially the same as they were 
then and I incorporate that declaration by reference herein. At 
page 14, no. 21 I described the documents still not produced 
concerning the "Armstrong Operation," an organization 
intelligence operation which has been running from 1982 up to the 
present. The organization is still using the fruits of that 
operation, in fact, to make millions from its adherents (see p. 
22, no. 6 of the April 1986 declaration). To prevent the 
organization from being able to completely sidestep the Court's 
various orders regarding production of documents with the sham 
that the unproduced documents described in ray declaration post¬ 
dated the renaming of the Guardians Office, Ms. Dragojevic 
served the organization's attorneys with the request for 
production attached hereto as Exhibit 3. This request lists the 
documents specified in my declaration as not produced in non- 
compliance with the Court's orders. Request no. 21 asks for the 
documents relating to the "Armstrong Operation." The 


organization's response, signed by attorney John Peterson ,j is 


/ O / 
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attached hereto as Exhibit C. Mr. Peterson stated in response to 
request no. 21: 

“Armstrong Operation - is a characterization 
invented by Cross-complainant as no such 
"operation" has ever existed. Cross-defendant 
has no such documents in its possession, custody 
or control. 

This is such a big lie it boggles the mind. "Armstrong 
Operation" is the organization’s term; however the operation's 
name is irrelevant. If the organization labelled the operation 
"Armstrong Program," "Destroy GA Plan" or "Freakout II," it does 
not matter. Mr. Peterson knows what is being referred to because 
he was and is an active participant in the operation. He filed 
sworn declarations in this case and in many more across the 
country, and with several government agencies. He used his 
perverse rendition of the operation, in fact in the "Further 
Opposition to Motion to Compel Production of Documents" filed 
with this Court May 8, 1985. If Mr. Peterson is believed, that 
there are no documents concerning an operation over almost 6 
years involving dozens of people, incredible expenditures of 
money for extra-legal actions, a bevy of Pis, three countries, 
illegal videotapes, bugs, a paid-off dirty cop, millions of 
"Freedom" tabloids devoted to the operation distributed 
internationally, manufactured evidence foisted on the LAPD, 

LA DA, Courts and the FBI, and a get-rich-quick scheme involving 
millions of dollars internationally, he sends a message back to 
his client organization that lies still work and it is still 


good strategy to thwart and abuse legal procedures. 

/ ? 2- i cs 
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j 

5. Attached hereto as Exhibit D is a series of daily 
reports concerning me from intelligence personnel in the Greater 
Los Angeles GO to posts in GO US covering the period from 
February 22 to March 18, 1982. This was before the first SP 
Declare was issued on me. As can be seen, intelligence daily 
reports were created for actions as simple as the stakeout of 
Omar Garrison's residence even when nothing was observed. To 
say that the "Armstrong Operation" was created with no 
documentation, no orders and no funding, and that no reports 
were generated over four-plus years is beyond absurd. It should 
be noted that each of the individuals holding posts which 
received the reports or copies, also therefore possessed 
Armstrong documents and files. 

6. Attached hereto as Exhibits E, F, G and H are 
documents entitled respectively “Juggernaut" Eval, Operation 
Freakout, Goodrich Suit Evaluation, and Christo Final Handling 
Eval. The Juggernaut document is a broad evaluation and program 
to attack Michael Flynn. The number of people involved is shown 
by the post distribution list on the first page. Freakout was 
an operation to frame a Scientology Critic, Paulette Cooper (PC) 
with a fake crime much as the organization has attempted with me 
on several occasions. The Goodrich document was written by 
Hubbard and is a model for attacking individuals with claims 
against the organization (see "Goodrich Eval" under the Policy 
section of the Juggernaut Eval). The same perfidious strategy 
used by the organization and its attorneys to invade my privacy 
cull and miscull my PC folders, and put the culled and misculle 

product, further distorted by their sinister minds, before the 

/ ? ? _ 
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Court, is devised and ordered by Hubbard at page 14 of this 
document. The Christo Final Handling Eval, which is clarified 
by my affidavit of Narch 8, 1985, also attached as part of 
Exhibit H, concerns in part bringing criminal charges against 
Julie Christofferson, her associates and family, on Hubbard's 
orders. The organization similarly attempted bringing false 
criminal charges against me. Julie Christofferson was in 
Scientology for a few months in a fringe franchise when she was 
17 vears old. Yet the organization in compliance with Hubbard’s 
orders created this sophisticated program to destroy her, 
including use of her auditing session statements against her 
(see p. 2, operating target 4 under Libbv/Eureka, Montana). It is 
unimaginable that the organization has done all it has to me, 
operation after operation, yet has no evaluations, programs or 

i 

operations files concerning me. The only other possibility is 
that the organization and its attorneys have, in anticipation 
or violation of the Court's discovery orders, destroyed the 
evidence of their operations against me. 

7. Mr. Peterson's response regarding a manuscript, 
artwork and other materials stolen from the trunk of my car on 
November 3, 1984 (see request no. 15 of Exhibits 3 and C) is: 

Cross-defendant has no knowledge of any burglary 
of Cross-complainant's trunk. Hence, cross¬ 
defendant has no such documents in its possession 

custody or control. _,, rr, y 

1 EXHlRIT I PAur 1 

Attached hereto as Exhibit I are a letter dated November 9, 1984 

from Ms. Dragojevic to Mr. Peterson and his reply dated Novemoe: 
30, 1984. Ms. Dragojevic advises Mr. Peterson of the theft and 
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makes a demand for return of the materials stolen. 


He answers 


with accusations and threats. His claim now that his client has 
no knowledge of the burglary is just not true. 

8. Another example of documents clearly withheld by 
plaintiff organization is in regards to the program to get the 
LA DA to bring criminal charges against me — ultimately to have 
me jailed. This is all part of the "Armstrong Operation." At 
p. 23, no. 11 of the April 1986 declaration I showed, from the 
mouth of CSC,CSI,RTC and Hubbard attorney Earle C. Cooley, the 
existence of such documentation. The organization has produced 
none of these documents. A letter from the Office of the LA DA 
dated April 25, 1986, attached hereto as Exhibit J, however, 
reveals that hr. Peterson and organization personnel provided a 
mass of documentation, even more than I knew before then existed, 
to the DA. hr. Peterson knows that I know because he got the 
DA's letter. To consider that all this was done from no written : 
orders, programs, evaluations or missions is madness. It should 
be noted that the recipients of the DA letter were all GO staff. 
Lyman Spurlock's testimony at trial in 1984 that he (as ASI 
staff) and others got rid of the 1100 GO staff criminals is 
untrue. Ken Hoden was GO staff; in fact he was involved in the 
program on Hubbard's orders to bring criminal charges against 
Julie Christofferson. Heber Jentzsch was a GO PR staffer for 
many years who was used for the organization's frontal PR attacks 
on enemies. He continues to perform the same organization 
function. David Butterworth is a longtime GO staff member. When 
I knew him in the organization he was an aide to Mary Sue Hubbarc 
in the Controller's Office. John Peterson has been connected to 
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the GO from the 1970's. 


9. The organization has likewise still not produced the 
documents specified in connection with the other operations 
listed in my April 1986 declaration. I will not restate all 
these operations or the relevant documents, however, each 
operation is GO territory and each document relating to each 
operation fits squarely under the Court's various discovery 
orders. I cannot consider that the orders have been complied 
with until the documents relating to all operations are received.I 
There are literally thousands of documents being withheld by the 
organization and its attorneys. 

10. What the organization also is doing to avoid 
exposure and compliance with discovery orders is to strip the 
plaintiff "corporation" of its personnel, functions, buildings, 
assets and files. When I left the organization, the Church of 
Scientology of California (CSC), under Hubbard, was the entire 
GO, Sea Organization, and all Scientology above smail outer 
organizations and franchises, which were even then under CSC/ 
Hubbard control. Attached hereto as Exhibit K are pages from 
the deposition of Cynthia Morrow, "managing agent" of CSC, taken 
October 29 and 30, 1985 in the case of Church of Scientology of 
California v. Jordan , LA Superior Court No. C538 049. Ms. 

Morrow testifies that by 1985 CSC had been stripped of all 
money-making organizations (service orgs) and was merely an 
"Office of Special Affairs." In the Christofferson case in 
Portland, Oregon, former Executive Director International, 

William Franks testified that in December 1931 CSC had a net 


vorth of S340 million and $150 million in one Sea Org Reserves 

nc . . r. 





















account alone. 


His testimony is attached hereto as Exhibit L. 


In the case of Wollersheim v. CSC , just tried in LA Superior 
Court, the organization submitted a financial statement, 
attached hereto as Exhibit M, claiming a net worth for CSC of 
$18,667,947.00. On information and belief, in September CSC 
claimed that it had decreased its net worth another $6 million 
plus since the May financial statement was prepared, leaving a 
net worth of around $12 million. The organization's various 
conveyances and corporate machinations, however, should not 
shield the organization from liability for its tortious and 
criminal acts, and should not provide an escape from non- 
compliance with discovery orders. The Court has already ruled 
on the alter ego issue in this case, and this reasoning is 
applicable to this discovery matter. The people who run CSC 
run all of Scientology, and they can produce any document 
having anything to do with me now in the possession of any 
Scientology unit, organization, corporation cr individual. 

11. Attached hereto as Exhibit N is an organization 
policy written by Hubbard entitled "Order Board and Time 
Machine." In it Hubbard states as "a major policy:" 

"if it is not written, it is not true." 

He goes on to set as policy: "Even when one gives a verbal order 
it is also written down." There are literally dozens of 
organization policies insisting emphatically on the same thing: 
written orders, written compliances, written programs, written 
projects, written evaluations. Written orders, programs and 
missions are "word-cleared,"drilled," and "done in clay" so they 
are fully understood. It is impossible with verbal orders or 
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reports. Even if the organization is hiding its orders, reports 
and files on me electronically in it3 computer system, and even 
if under my initials or a code designation, they exist. "If it 
isn't written it isn't true," and the insistence on everything 
being in writing is hard policy in all Scientology organizations. 
Virtually nothing except for body functions, at the Sea Org/GO/ 
OSA/CSC level is done without written orders and a written 
record. 

12. The organization's strategy, beyond its direct 
attacks aimed at my personal destruction, is to lie and stonewall 
to hopefully delay the January 1987 trial, or make it, with 
obstructions of all kinds, unbelievably difficult to try the casei. 
The organization and its attorneys, who accuse me of conspiracy, 
are the conspirators in this paranoid and dangerous plan to 
thwart legal redress of their victims. The Court can move along 
the case and the discovery matters, and the organization's 

I 

assault on sanity and justice can be checked by enforcing full 
compliance with its various orders, and the intent of the law. 

I declare under the penalty of perjury under the laws 
of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed this 11th day of October, 1986 at Boston, 
Massachusetts. 


(!>Q EXHIBIT __JL_ PAGE_L 
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31 *Ley Tlynn says ha will have lots of speakers for the "Gpen 
7cranincluding ilibs u S«rr7 /.rastronj-. 

1 June Ilibs says ^errr Arnstrong brought 2 people out of ;ha Church 
•/lth hin and that there are 10-12 who worked with who 
are cosing out. Cays Curry has docs that.show the Churca has 
3250 olllloa la cash la banks and 335 aillion la one bank, 
alone. Also Gerr7 is supposed to have original LRH applica¬ 
tion to explorers Clhb, personal orders fros IRS, directions 
and codes t and that the 20/20 show will have data fros Gerry* 


2 June 



Gerry tos served la person with a legal letter at Cb*r 
Garrisons PO Box. V/e got his license r> and description at 
this tine u veil* lha phone 4 G«rry has been g iving out is 


Char's publishers- Ralston-Pilot Publishing Co- ansverin 
service; Osar is pretty.nucn the whole conpan7. 



His nev address is 1991 Newport Ave , Apt k 7 Cosa **esa Ca. ^ 

^e took his old phone r to this address. Report says bo was \ 
s hak en by the latter that was delivered to hln( the Legal one; 
u* ‘ a ax 3 1 sure vtiat it heand- thinks ha's baen rued, or .about 
to be. Iroressed remorse that things canr out the vtt they 
did- since he has friends la Sen. da expressed bitterness 
with the^organiranon". *ays he doesn't yet have an attorney 
but It looks Like he will have to get one. 


12 June Zddie ’Jeltars aentioned that G^rr^ Arastrong turned £ brought 
Zddie everything he hod as far as data • Ha case to Zddie 
In Clearwater. There will be a big seating in LA and data bout 
UR will be sade lmown( that he had operations 1 wqs on drugs) 
supposedly. 



also Zddie says Gerry provided hin with lots of photos of ITT 
and sosi were supposed tp have been only a couple nos old. 

ynn in CJ has a^ccntract with 

-L33 Bio*- i ‘“ ~ 1 ‘‘- 

letter* 
concurs: 


an in C1T has ^contract with Cemr Garrisi 
Biography. It' appears to be an* original. « 
tors fran -bridge concerning the publishing 

cursing royalties. They apparently were giv< .. _ 

ry -rxscrcng. -e also has c crr - 5 hose -ad work phone 


Caar Garrison for the 
~-e also has 

of the 31o- 
en to bin by 


or.°? 




n? 


\ 0 


\ TV 


oft or 





^r«-rvw 


( 


7 ^ ^ 


/ 7 
/ s 


T6 ZL .ns *h^-i inticn that ha fatl* 3cu Lku l i-ii-L or td iH irons of his Hf* 
ar*k *a* not auff arod tho allchtaat deterioration in any ' a 7i 
b«inii oT any-action by any scbcr of tha Ccf 5. -Jltuassad by Lynn 
froyland^ 

26 ‘.hr 75 3 airy is ansijnad T .1 ability far ulthaldinc 71txl info- apparently ^7 

ia ar jinx 


Undated Gan 7 rijus a. band corsnrr; confidential matters, in Canada, 1—t 

its far tha Church of Sen, of Calif. It looks to be incmplato. 
That la not fully fills din, by others ut^ should hare sl/piad It. 

IS An* 75 CUT valTts Garrys psych history , and his C17 far the d ii ok to 
jo up llama. In him Cl/ to (TJu hm grants to join the Info Buroan. 


1563 mda 3 Or k rlsits to a Or. Sllkor ( psych) in 7anc eni rgr 31. This :jxs 

at his pax an ts insistence, u they consular ad hia enotionally un¬ 
stable , difficult to control and ha would jet " var y engry. Has 
dm trmaqulllc era ccrLca. 

1569 Got into Sea at Little fountain 7raacklae In Tincourer and vua on staff 
tharm in 1570. 

1570 ua staff at LLttIo 7 c un t a n n Franchise In 7anco u rmr. 

Tab 71 * Joined tha 3J tad case to fixe In Tab 71. 

Sot 7k holdrtha port of Hr Info in tha Port Captains of flea an flic* 


22 Sapt 75 Garry ileus *• b and for. 10,000 starling to not diTulce tha •.’hereabouts, 
of tha Apollo or any nature of his ssplnymeat vith tha chorea. 

22 Inc 77 Coon Or called at tha roquaat of Prtar Galfan vho is an Itisaian. 

mjih 2 others in tha 3P7 am accuaad of nrvtT^i rr* rs£ trd ^rr^n r H 

tha wlialra. 

30 nor 77 Gany 1* eoaanrtai by Hr C/S ( looks Ilka Oarid llsyo) far hl« jood 

uort: aa OPT boann, and far tha ?J 7 successful. This sane data 




aothgr , and as had faery, but she had zxedar received tha letters. 
3* fodJ It is mnaon a free his hma area -jug la n«r dtsaff acted 
L th Sea trylnc to enase trunhla. 


: post card thxt ua* sore to :-da parents. Icy* tha 
hsndnritins iboka such Ilka G*anye lallya . -Is aether odd tha 
people uho called tm dafinltly tao dlff trcnt people. ~a has 
“ - “ally far yea r s . 


1563-68 



Gerry ksstrorr: tun- ar o und uith Oecrys lelly. la lisa knoun hin 
0 years aa of 1575* 

Garry spec thins to *^ut in proper hands - . ^<« repor t says 
BMtt jot George and erry in -jcn. 






J *23 3 brother*- Jin , /aidrmr , and Turiy* -7e *1*3 has a. 

1975 3 SMd Hosxlie* ^Li father is naned Hobart Martin matron* and his 

aether is naned ?!ylll 3 * Ills father is retired and had lung trouble* 
v> thor Sd antoloipjta frun hi a iicno tcr-m ir«& tr« t Quy and .^ei lx Karlen T 
-can HcCanrilesa, 2oger 3amctt, Tea Scruicn, Art Oriffin* Cecil HudoLf. 



iUtu that Q«rry 4 « mother is antagonistic to Sen and considers it 2 
quack rwliginiL* Hi a had priorly a uni u acned the loyal Canadian Haunted 
k* h«r that «lna Carry voa <rr%r 23 there was nothin; 

ba dona. Carry? phono call hoc a was apparently tapad by tha HCo > . 


!tarr 75 Carry has jsut aarliar bacn on lcara to rlsit and handla his fiaily. 

7<xmd thay had baan -ecting enthata frm tha ilclean articles* His 
nothar is antagonistic to both bin and to T ar r y an first, bat this 
doas cra n t a ally jet handled* Also daring this risit thera is a latter 
{Iran to Carry by his mother, from an forner girlfriend oho apparently 
(till carries tha torch- though she has baan married hsrsaLf for 3 years* 
airy a mother is aaicad to nui ha 1 attar on to Carry in *yj iir usual 
at rmnn s r ** 




statastha Carry has spent tha last 5 rears daspamtly trying to 
xroid auditing* Also that his mother is listed as s. potential uitnass for 
a yey nsnad P-mdln in Canada, who is an eneey* y 

7£“ 



elites that his mother vaa in the hospital far an operation *«d for 
'teas kept in the psychiatric vard of Hospital* 

&e didn't ask an yo n e far details cn vtjy* 



Took HA5 c ou r s e , little Mountain Tan, 2C* 

_ 

Took tha 333 course in 'ancourer* 

, XT' _ 

,-Took 1SDC la Tuscoortr. Umr eoaplrtad. 

XT 

MU on ti* Hal'.nr 1 b IX. 21X ti* 12 Chtdcshnat. DLsa't cisplrta. 

XT 

Has On fTLag* I3id rri *rn“i SS* 

>r 

the Sailm- checkin a at an 71ag*. 

Qot^snetic Triple a In Taaoourer* 

X 

Hcrriclairing on flag* 
di^he Drag H/D* 

oct 13, 1516 Born r3*m 4 ««*»-* # en Sospitsl, 3.C. Canada* 

15L6-50 I^red in Sardis BC, Canaria 

1950-57 lirad at 123 Trine an Are* Z* fa- 

1557-65 lirad at H5 Princes a are ChUlluach, 2*C f Canaria. 

1566-67 *p«nt long periods in lording ca ge s of Znyonier Tinbar Co, cn Tcncourer 
Taland , and in a cxzsp of Cattarnole Timber Co an Harrison Lake in 3C. 

1566-69 lirad in TancouTer IT, 3270(7) 7th are, -.JhUe attending UniTcrsiCy of 
British CalfdJis* 

uct 69Wsn 70 Lirad at a differe n t ad, rass in Tcncourcr ^ith his brother . lldn't 
mmbar tha address* 

Can 70-oopt 70 Livod l&th his brother Tony at 710, 1C7L era. 


■Indes 1-6 attended aLmaentary school 


OC n no3 


/ / 


L/ 


Grades 7-9 


attended Jr. Hirh Vhonl 


I n 


















14 Nov 1973 GERRY IS POUND GUILTY 07 PRETENSE FS2 7C0 2539-1 

20 Nov 1973 'AS APPARENTLY ASSIGNED A CONDITION 07 TREASON 

3Y 7C0 2639-1 


20 Nov 1973 


7CO 26 39-1 ASSIGNS GER3Y A 50 HOUR AHZNDS PROJECT. 



IS ASSIGNED DOUBT PER 7C0 2573-1 



IS OK FOST AS SHIP'S HEP, THIS IS PER A CCKDENDAII ON 
7OH UOVEKG LRH, USH INTO A HOTEL. 


7C0 2699 GERRY IS LISTED AS COUNTER INTEKTION 
TO CCrilODORES 12SSENGERS, 0THI2 NAEES ABE ALSO CN 
TEE LIST. 


30 JAN 1974 


HAD A EAST 07 ESE. 


30 JAN 1974 

7 **» 1974 

23 7E3 1974 
25 7ZB 1974 


ASSIGNED A CONDITION 07 LIABILITY. 70H A XCH-CCBT 
HXSARDIKG CLEARING CLEARING 0? PAS SIGHTS. 


GERRY IS ABOARD TEE APOLLO. 


7LAG PERSONAL ORDER PROIOTSS GERRY TO TT ARRANT 0771 CEB 

0 C n - o 4 

GERRY IS PROMOTED D/PORT CAPTAIN I/t , . 


\ cz 



















31 HARCH 1974 

CALLED 3E70RE A COURT 0? ETHICS REGARDING 73 STOTT, 
3T 7C0. 2972 

TAR 1974 

ACTIVTLY HOLDING TOST 0? SHIES SEP. 


/ 


13 EAT 1974 

GE3HT IS ASSIS3ED A CONDITICH 07 D0U3T 3T 7C0 3024 
70H HOT UZARIIIG HIS HAT. 

12 JUNE 1974 

CE33Y DOSS OP A LIA3I^5T! 7U<UU5*^ 

THIS OAS ASSIGNED 3^700 2322._ ^ 

JULY 1974 

HOLDING POST 07 DIB SHORE RSALIIOHS. 

JULY 1974 V 

- 15 JULY 1974^^^ 

) DID CONDITIONS 7R0M C0N7USI0N OP TK300GH LIA3ILITT. 

SZPT 1974 

WAS HOLDING THE POST 07 T/POST CAPTAIN. 


D«c 1974 

Ceet* Tonya Burden on the Apollo. 

4JR 1975 

-AS ON POST AS DIE IN70. 

15 luc 1975 

THE C0A3DIAN T7T APPROVES GERRY' S HSQOEST 

OH THE PSYCHIATRIC HIST03T RSQUIESLOTIT. 


7eb-Apr 1976 

GERRY NAS TANTA 30HDEN'3 DI33ECT SENIOR. 

1 JOLT 1976 

TE2HI AND GERRY ARE ASSIGNED TO THE 3J7 3T 7C0 4517 
THIS IS BT ORDER 07 THE 00222ODORS, CHARGES ARS: 
INSUBORDINATION, NEGLECT 07 DUTY, CASE ON POST. 


ll t£ riniahw ?i*±c JLudltlr^ Cour*« on th» EFT. 


:: July (7i OA U 277 

' 2oecn, roctin; or. to ■etertn* ecrrij. 

28 July 1976 

GERRY SIC«S A PROMISSORY NOTE TO THE C 07 S 07 C 
TOR 3750.00 (NO DATA lx THIS IS A LOnH On. ..run;. 

10 ACG 1976 

00^05 

ED 81 AREA ESTATES ED ORDERS THE DZ30TION 07 GX2SY 
7R0K RP7 BOSUN TO SECTION 12EM3ER. 

FXHIBIT 










2C 1-c 76 


zx firAshe* watering cauree 


RudJ 

21 jug 76 ?L*lahii Couroo or. ITT. 


23 AUG 1976 5E2HT A2ESTRCKG IS APPOINTED TO RI? SUPPLY 4 STEWARDS 

0771C22. 


N’07 1976 DOES TSEASO:: 70RUDLA. 


7 Got 75 nrlahcs ?SF T. lti i S«c Check Course. 

17 r **5 Plnlshas TU Course cn ®P7. 

7 DSC 1976 DOSS 7I2ST DYNAMIC DASGZR ?OHL!ULA. 


D«c 1976-D«c 1977 GE22T SAYS HE HAH THE 217. 


723 1977 


DOES. A LIABILITY 70HUULA. 


723/1:AR 1977 G2RHT AJCS2TOTG IS RJ? 30SCH 


Summer of 1977 


GERRY IS BOSUN OP THE RP? «7HEH TONYA BURDIN IS 
PLA USD THERE. 


4:2 Au^ 197T CCCLI-EV CALLED 011 3 PERSON'S GERRY IS AS 

IN7RSSTED PARTY AND HIS POST IS RE? 30SUN. HZ 
APPARENTLY WAS ZZSSING U? A SI SSI CN THAT T7AS ZOVIHG 
ALONG. 


14 Dec 1977 


TERRI ARUSTRONG AND GERRY AHUSTRONG GO TO 
LV TO FICE UF TCNJA BURDEN WHO HAD 3LOT7T. 


30 Kerr. 77 Dispatch farm Larry Price IOTP 3oeun - ■ Gerry Arastrong iuu *7 

ca equivocal reeceoendAtiaa for graduation frost the RJ7. In *7 book ha pit 
• the- RPT here and whm I rfcepped in to taka over fren hi* thcra vu already 
a aaooth running operation that vu aliened with LRH'i intention for tha 
IOTP. Garry it ana of tha moat honest lndlvlduala I hare sat and vu an 
inrplxatian to it u a senior. I learned a lot froa hi* and vrxild not 
hare bMi able to be an effactiTe HP? Scjun. without the hatting and 
experience I rwrt received under hi*. 3e ia an exasple tha re at of 
tha JTT can be proud of end ia a Sea Qrg Header in tht tni aeiac of 
tha tanu Sa goee with 7 full back-op and beat f*xxxx±2x poetulatea. 
Ha’ll be a trmandooa aaaet to whatever unit la lucky enough to hare 
hlau ■ 

EXHIBIT 

?«r dispatch of tha data Geny Am a trong it approved for 5U provided 
ha ia not on O-U or CSG lines. Hot on Cu linaa or senior to auii^tri. 
Hot to be treated in a poe&tlon of trust or near tentative oobb lines* 


20 Dec. 1777 












9 3»pt 1978 


IS OX A RTF READ IT 3SIM* IT 
R0U7IX5 FOHU. XlrZ13.5 HZ IS 


30 IT C3CBSZ 
CH RTF. 


29 3«pt 1978 


02TS OH THI RTF 3ASIC HAT CHEGCS1S2T 


1 Oct 1978 7IHISHZD RTF BASIC HAT CHZCKSHEZ?. 

/ 

1 Oct 1978 STARTED SOLO COURSE• 


11 Nov 1978 FINISHES THE SOLO COURSE 3UT ATTEST PART IS NOT 

SIGKZ2T0?? NOR IS THE AUDITING PART. 


^trrr i* duoud fro* RTT KAA to HPT per Condition* order }*h 'W* 



i? to 3H 3111 Posdick and Denbie Carrin^er where thi 

rtAyUis Poadick *■ parents* haae in Pin* Grove, EOC Calif. 

Foidicl : 4 Carrlnjer hare blovn the '.HQ A SO and Arsutron* sacs thea 
order to [ft then rooted oot properly. He erts their i^rinsnti to 
*rt see checked, do \M write up*, audited etc at a nearby hotel a* 
ii*H arreaced by George Carrincer. 


in 


29 Jui 1979 IS HOLDING THE POST 0? HP? MIX. 


IS REQUESTING A 30ARD 0? REVCTTT (IT IS NOT CLEAR 
I? HE HAD REQUESTED IT PRIOR TO THIS DATE. 


SOB LITT1ER WRITES A SUCCESS CN HEING ON THE 
RP? (NOTE: BOB IS NOT DISAFFECTED AND ALSO THAT 
GESRT 713 THE HP? MIX AT THAI TIHE OF HIS WRITING) 


GER2T IS HELPING BOB LITTLEH GET AITT INJUSTICES 
CLEARED UP AND SOB IS REQUESTING A RE VEIN CCHH- 
SV♦ IT SEISS THAT GE2RT IS R2ALLI ACTING 3UDDT 
3UDDT TTITH BOB. 


7 Feb T9 Co nd ition* *rder 2M-2 Renew Ccat Zr recareendeds hi* RTF Asrl^neaent 

be cancelled, he doc* not qualify a* Coker and De^ader per points 1«^a 
. of HCuPL 5 Feb 77 Joker* and De^rsder*. He is ajaijntd to SHQ to be 
essi^ed by SHQ CD nsnjer. Garry take* the lowest condition X hq ha* 
erer been a**icned and work* thru it th full aaaod*. 



write* a report to «au tr •« re Chrl* Bjrme/ Bitt 7 Tea p J rln e 
himself. Scy* Chris we* feeding Bitty eotheta while ah# *ai « thi 
ITT, ( <oM>nu eede by other* about Bitty) nptettlnr her. Said Byrne 
hated the GXC and threatened to leewe hi* wife if the joined. ll*o that 
he hated the ITT policies and felt it was no better than a South CeruLLae 
Jail* ( B yru e 1 * • tateaeuts) 












3 Apr 19 0**7T vtites * chit that rKint vehicles bought in dancerous, moper-eu*. , ,-j 
out FUm States he vee told LRH ordered only t 500 be spent on each, but »' / 
he Teels this is wr«c and others are uslac rj?H to Treat Tor thee* 


Writes knawledgt report on Fred P.ock fr— ^ . 



9 April 79 Writes a knovledce report defend Inc fred Rock who is under cce* er • 
see fort Captain 5TJ* 

April 79 Ge li y vrltes a report re Kike Sutler* ^ebble Cerrlnccr has told ^eny 
^thst she has seen only 2 VSes that she could a ttest as beinc ▼slid. 

Goa was on. herself in e solo seeelan, so thereTore , per Gerry# t h is c 
easts doubt on Mike'« harlnc one* since Debbie has eecused at least 2 other 
27?er» oT harlnc list one 2/Sea/ ^ 


Sitty Tarspidja is returned to the RTF for false reportinc on 
a fellow staff sober by laurel Rick and GJL. 


rturb report on GJL with HZ & R about not jetting his purchasin* 
gas paid Tor. 



1L Apr 



16 Apr 79 



IT Apr 79 yi&cviviiQ report Tron Gl. re transport saying there is a general 
Tee line of overvhcla with the Tmsport Unit. Area needs a 
strenc SO «xec. 



2 Xay 79 vritee a chit on £71 staff as soseane knew sererel hundred dollars worth 

12 H' s tools had been left in the rain and sene had rusted. This im 
known by tha £77ere, but they vent to stud* instead od headline* 

vritee a chit on Bitty Tospklns ecnplainlnc of the fact that she has 
turned over her poet properly, and that per an audit th«re is lost 
tine, to the sea of HI,OOO. 

vritee e chit on Chris Byrne far letting Bitty Tcapfciju leave the 

-nts area, and hlu ee lf learlnc the aree, vith accounts Tar the projsct 

not harlnc been prpperly das* lays one disbursement was used to cover 
eMth.y due to out aha In ( Chris* ant J 




13 Kay 79 vrites a chit on Randy founc who has lost sane rvclspts E^’s( 

Disburse sent vouchers} TTob the r e nos pro J pc t. He to take e pent back 
and can't Tind the reclept* 



er ealled on Gerry and others la cancelled. 

55 vith Kannr Francis- vent by bus to Ben Francisco, dropped bar 
and continued to Cenariev 

2T June 79 CcBuodation on Gerry for his vork on the £ home pjt*. 

Francis celled Gerry tn Canede and said she wasn’t happy in 570 and 


25 Ji 


79 



iXH IQIT. 
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tc up clT his canneetian with blown «taff Vnry frsncisk Said he tilled 
ha a Tea tiaes, encouraged her to handle her 2D prooieaa with h osband 
To* Treads. khan it appeared aha was adamant oa dlrhrce* ha took bar 
to Tlfuaom 


12 Aug 79 Oehry !■ promoted to Inslgnt p ror) by order* signed by LRH. ^onditionj 

ordar 3677 



* Serficte Chief writes G«ny baa not handled Brendsa Slack yet. 
ahe Is sent to gat a oa • thing aha spends e long tine finding it, 
one else should ba put in cherts of LRH'e tear* 


6 Sept 79 Signs r security pledge not to rereel anything about the Church's cc 
fidantlel actions in 1 r or any other part of the world* 


pot duty r£.S*£ eolld^ h ** t> **“ * * 0Od woric,r 

vritas to Dir I 4 E, and says ba doesn't vest to be on any Justine 
actions for a w hi l e a* ha hes too much work 4 his seniors are rw s y, m1 
the one ha just finished caused his to lose too auch sHap- drlTing 

deng trout. 




20 Oet Omwrj 1* the chairmen on e son er on Becky Took, 


3 Sot 79 ComMndetlan from won Horvieh for handling soma I Aenoe cycle*/ 



_oa report to L2H to order dated 2L Sept 79- to work out a solouticn 

■o the wet areas outside the house don't get treched in cn the csrpeta, 

2* aia the cycle— getting indoor and outdoor carpet mats. 


6 Deo 77 requests a chit fre* Anna lankett bo withdrawn. Says he gars incomplete 

data to his seniors and upset a were caused as a remit, ( Ana says this) 



Blew from the purif- no earn* to tho C/3 at i ll * 


1930 GZH2T AffiTSTSONG’S NAME IS ON 1 LIST 07 7Z0TLZ ~S0SZ 

PARENTS HJLVZ GIVEN SCIZST0L0GT X HARD TS3. 

fp ar t( Ca«»«ndaticn ehlt)0 Trum Dean Tneger to ^eurel states a eny did 
lot of research into DI77 B0XBF2U Was thanking Laurel for hsr help at 
a SET sweat. Chit sane date on Gerry ( Commendaticnj states he did ■ 
lot of work researching L£H’s rule in the fil»- Dire B<mber. 

got ofT an oa in session that he had an out 2D with Lis Us. 

Done lovers an first dynsaalo( Doubt) on up. 




laurel lT nu- says he did documentation on the purif- ▼ery 
h- is hack on the biographical material, thet in acme cases he does 
he wants to - regardless of orders, &e is now auditing aa OT I 4 U— 
— is his first ease progress in a long time, la aiendt get along 
with Shirley but this got aerted out whan laurel threat ar^d to throe them 
both out in the hall. 


1^1 


on^non 


onnr tOC 


I Apr «0 











/ 


10 Apr 30 do«« lov*r condition* for flrit , lad fc third 4m**ic* Tar oat 2D. 

( Lynn L**) 

11 50 A -ep er t on Shirley Naverre( Lippaann)- «*Ji Shirley cemitted maixr or^rt 

product* , that iaurel had trouble with her too* 


17 Ap* 30 Doti iuifir ud —rt.ncr for Uttlai i*t »od 2nd dyadic uuntlu 
conflict with ID* 

/ 

21i Apr 50 r n —nrt itlon chit on laurel SullAra* fc 0err7 Armstrong. Help#- handle a 
flap at a wedding* 


2 


80 Shlri.r vrlt.* « ehi, on J«rrr- ladlcit** 
tiylaf to b« h*r_p*r*on*l •thlc« orricor. 


(ha would Ilk# it If ha would STOP 



1 July 50 Getry CSV* a for a court of Ethics on Shirley *dpp*An* Says he rouai * lot 
of overt products from her* ( poor quellty xerorlnf)* How#t#t tMa i* 
requested eaaeelled by A/ HAS Per* Of flea aa ahe he* been off the line* 
there end hA* done veil in Another Area for $he past 10 weeks* 

Pa die her handling he* bean done* 


12 July 50 Gerry le accused of making derogatory ecMents About the file Problems 
cf LIS*, ^ia deers up aa s *l*dupe of a can cycle. 



George lolly, a psychotic vho is cu r re n tly attacking Sen and threatens 
coins to the CS Sun and give than a story, is currently in conn with 
Jerry Amstrong. They xivet an the Apollo together u ertw n«t>«r«. 


15 S«pt 50 SC STJ reports, that per Lynn talker, ahe did an out 2D scene with Jerry 
Armstrong. 

23 Sept 50 Xeport from. SC QC STJ that Getry A rmstron g had cot drunk with Jeannie > 
Lym and Sue possibly Gigs tol 9 was coiah to #ach flrl kissing them, 
and then jot into each ones bed in turn* this data from Sue. SC uys 
ahe bears be Is bow doing fine- but he only came off with tha thing 
with Hssle(7) which wee separate— and he should be confronted with the 
rest* 


27 Oct 50 CaamendAtlcn from Gary Pres a. Press was in training rt tJSCO, possibly an 
lndlts and finesaoe • 



itreng writes in letter to George JCally, " ^it there l **. *]. ^ 
i eoMe 1 points of a^yeesent. i* ie the basic '~' rv ^ r 

miseppUcatlcn proeeade frora ISU’S. 

■ y hare the good fortone myself to here done acne of the S&JC 
( U3EJ ’JCELD CISP3 ) courses and auditing actions* Thtee do bring 
• * ____ tending ox tne oasic ®Mtarxji-LS. - 


/<f-9 


on^Tin 


r 


PHlit 


XHlBlT 
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29 Jan 1921 imrtronc jo« to Torrance to fix his photocopier end la r oma ci 
hm coos to restaurant to have breaialaxt where he ttxx see Inrn 
Sossablua and tuo nm an one of thi men, a Krrtn Flynn u it 
turns out, r a « < and eat, by Aniatrong and harassed hit while eating* * 


7 Match fll Cowarwlitlon Chit Irtm SO fl I/C for his aixiiUac*. ^«y« ha h am pro rlded 
service to all of ai In SDfl . 


li June dl So V*part Chit fra* Wurhl 3ulHraJk» ha failad to turn in statx* 

ti in * appre c iation chit * from Lis* Britovtch- MCCS 2nd* Ipparantiy 
did work with this mission* 



Hi lug fll Jerry arrlTtd* frem a research project in IOWA. Hadn't a clue vhat vaa: 

going oa •( Ra CO Missions) Eeport lays haa b*an aort of lcadarlaa*- 
vea xzndar Leurel than aha ruddanly waan’t thara any sora. ?«r Da Da 
( Toegding?} Laural had said aha vaa about to pull Jarrr isnfor Ethics 
handling aa ha had been nattering about CXO. 


17 Aug fll Interview vlth HCO C3 FDOI atataa that ha vaa Barer on QL It gel or Q© 
Haas directly so ao athlcs tit thara* Ha noticed laural got upset 
raaslly • Had not bad faallncs about CHO. Vaa eonesmed about vhat vaa 
going an vlth Laural, and tha whole GO cyele* Ha was sat up vlth his 
eosirllaaa to Barbg Share 4 Sue* Lays ha haa always maintained a good 
llna- vlth HCO 4 Qual when not off traveling* la la bulay organising 
all tha data gathered on hla trip, and says ha haa rasr good indicator* 
am vhat ha la doing and reallyenjoye vhat ha la doing* 


17 Jan 82 ^/in a acting Xlth Vaughn Toung, A ostrong says that tha current changes 
in tha Church In tha laat six months cane about because Han vras off 
tha llnas* Hon is tha sourct of arm:; thing in Sen - both of thasa 
things implying LCH vu tha source of ths crlnl nallty -per tha report* 
Tha only way anyone can help him (Hon ) is to leave Sen* 

Ha (Garry ) lx can destroy/refute ( forgst axact word ) arary HCuB/PL 
that Son wrote* 

Ha ( Garry ) Is ( and hare I don't have exact word ) a sensitive case or 
potential throat because vut ha Imovs* 



Hep ort from Sue loan who did Interview an Arm str ong ( case interview ) 

* Hot far into ut i hi stopped auditing* Ha vmit on a leave and never 
got hack an the level* Aro un d that time I did ■■**■»* an istsmsv on 
him and hp brought up tha data that ho sBOtxmtarsd ( ths data 

ha couldn t talk about)* It vaa pi a t ty charged and there vus nothing 
written 1 a the worksheets-.an to tha nature of vhat he vaa talking about, 
due to sec u r i ty, ■ 
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-trrl 3 -J.ta vitfc Zk. H*'» dUaTrecUd and nttCST. ^ 
^ bis will txpos. th« truth about &»T. h* w*3 

worrtai about il eh.cidji X i=to kla, and hi. troth«r-is-Uw 
54 id he didn't went to be the rtctia of * 
assesinatioo. Terri order* him to be^dtclared. 
^ar celled Vavvhr. serin* fc* '** thirJ^a* of hirin; 11 to 
assist his, on his project. 


Icott Brown 
n op lika 


13 ?tb 32 S7 declare on 01 for blowin; end spreading destructive ruaora 
about senior icientoloclsts. 


Rep o rt fron ini hta - • Hy conjecture on whet happened ( with Gerry ) 
i» that he ami have run into tent SP(«) ^diile doin* his research on 
the LR3 BIO. Apparently he interviewed About 30 people who All knew 
L22 # end rin into a lot of old tiners, many of when are off lines Tor 
years* It could be that he ran into a lot of entthet* fren an SP or two 
which jerked as the straw on the canal’* beck. Per the C/s who renewed 
m « folder After his blow, he was unflat on ut 3 for about a year, and that 
entheta nicht hare triejered s one thing. Per his folder, he nade food 
case ;t n. 9 


*1 7tb *2 Report Iron a person in ccost with laurel Gullivan. lays after 
war kin; with Cl, laurel has beer, exposed to data by Cerr on R 
which an tur hula ted her. Cl has been in touch with her. laurel 
ha* nade it clear to hin that she does not want to hare ary 
esthete on her lines. Also Tarry was coKplairin; of people 
in r Tl 9 calling erourd to his relatives looking for him ard be 
felt hxrrassed. CA said he could be a dar.;trovs tnexy in court 
if pushed toe far. 



26 Ptb 32 


•tpert froa rihanee 3 on CA financial data. "o definite 

VttjIrJZPjS™’r *' 10K * out ' al=,J '■•p Li-umm/iiu 

Ui/tUiXtit) suit bac, sweater, tie , attache case - total 121.55. 
u * €r# these lftit? ::tals :i«oid overly expensive. There vere a 
mtltr cf cycles in,which 01 paid# people runs of a^ney ferr 
apparent Hi ’^ritdncs* — !Ts. It evens, Helen C’Rrien, Barbara 
Snader. 



«PT7 And Joyea Amatron* urbjia ?ho«±x, Arison. with Jore.'a parant*. 
HA rrpan^d u b*la* seen at toar 7. Oarrlaon'a bn. 



orpenisatioral rtLJhardlin** and irworpetence. Says he 1 * verkin* 
on a book* 


($o 


0C nr >12 

... i 0 _ __' ^ 






z 



1 :pr ?2 


ha* changed from thin to gaunt. All he uu la a half pound 
of brown rice a day. Ha 1 * acting type m. qa aaya he want* 
to write a book which will be a thinly veiled science firxtion 
ptrodr of Sen and I RR m 11 will be a bout a writer who start* 
a cult. Say* if you UuiU^ God will talk to you. The voice 
ha haard told him ha ought to walk across tha country and carry 
on Mj back all the^food ha could aat for tha vhola trip. Than 
ha could vrlta a book about hij axparlancaa. (Kf vaa encouraged). 

1A la a till In comm with Qnar. far GA Chir la upaat with tha 
Church and want* to tat tha boo* hack fro* tha Church so that ha 
can pub Hah It himself - hopefully with a larger and nora 
reputable publisher. HU AAC I with tha Church Is that hs U not 
abla to put tha -truth- about LH3 In tha book. Cl say* ha'e 

in eoen with Ron Strauaa and others. He'* baan aayinc all pi 
doaeajt wart, drugs and LSD ara OX, cat vorka. Say* L?S is 
paranoid and ill. Say's ha's baan popplnf pills and Is quite 
nil emotional. Says L22 is balni manipulated by thesa arourd bln. 

VLft Joyce, agrees with GA but la laaa lirtdr.se. GA is in cam 
with riba pore orally and Barbara TtCalle. 

Uttar frees GA to Dick Sullivan. Say* ht htard a nrsor that * ana ora 
out hia way (S3) cmbaxxled a lot of caha so the raat of tha craw 
had thair-hands cut off. Than wore 1.1 humor on tha typt a alts 
which developed ate. Syes ha*s going to start a training PC n 
NTith weights pratty toon. Saya ha aav Tan Shtrnan a ccupla 
day* ago and ha's writing a book. 


Apr ?: 


rick Still .-an 
cf rulHf*"i“"• 


writer bad 


c. I*. is 




ids and sort 




.from Vaughn clarifying earlier report on GA’a finances. 

Taughn say* ha saw him balance hi* booio before leaving. 

?.«riev of GA’s books showed them to be in orda* but discrepancies 
ware feustd. Turin* a trip through the wid-aest ha was ‘raveling 
by hisotlX for a couple of weeks, but suddenly ar.othar parson 
4 eixa his and there ara than, receipts for this other parson. 
Couldn't find S1C-2T worth of book receipts. SIT of receipts 
wart cade cut to others who we did not know. 

GA put on eame receipts that h« was "representing C7T -author" 
vfdch la jdsreprepreatation. Taughn's theory U that GA ard Cnir 
hara homosexual r*Lktions.tip. 


TUI: lulllTis cf S7 wriUs to i.rre r^rlr-*o lending him eoplas 
of two letters ha cot from GA. Utters Hi make 1.1 references 
to the GC- trying tc tried him down, he's not impersonating i 
ncssosgar, etc. Civet his ?0 3ox and pfcdhe number. 


it cto rtrlr-e acd* Tied rJlUrar cf S3 Ter passing on the 
letter* he received fra GA, saying they are really a bunch 
cf shit. Telli his to etay in c = with GA, with cciel to 



GA going via Steve. 


does merit ad atatescrtdoieribing phctcgrxpha Ira phot alhun 
which ware taUn abcard Apollo on Tec 10, 1571*. People include 
?*TTi Gillian, HH, Tat Troekar etc. (Wedding picture! of 
Terri am Gerry Arajtrong). The ptetos described ahora 
belsng to HT under the cara of tha 



•at of phetes of H3, urdd 


statascmrrt describing a group cf photos 


OC "* r )13 


A?r 


sr Declare (revised) on GA U published. Say* ha took 
uauthorixed leave, theft, church propoerty etalen, eeaelHng 
or* prop e rty, impersonating a Sen than not authorised, etc.” 
Gay* since leaving he has falsely represented himself as or. 
a ‘secret mission,* epoker. out pro L2, etc. 


EXHIBIT. 
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zimn lar* h« ^ hra vith x ^ tT0D ^ ;3!!! 4 !M 

C 0 I 50 cSiaca Sorry vould con* dovn to tti* CJ •* 1( , 

Ph* dldn^t) . H* ( Flynn *aid G*rr T v a , r*#il7 P^anoid 
and aTraid h* would b* nurd*r*d If ha can* w • 



glrpatck from romac It arkry *ar-s CJL took mctm photos while 
doing nutrcn. Ht haa retrind them* To TiLlation of the 
la*. bare *t *11. The % cod* (which v# did not ipeolfy a* ■tolan 


irt rctri*r*w). 


16 Kay 1932 


GZRRT RETURNED SCbE SLIDES THAI BELONGED TO THE 
CHURCH, HE CAVE THESE TO AliDRE CLEVELL. GAHY 
SIGNED A STAIULZNT THAI HE HAD CHURCH PROPERTY. 



arry says he is nov working In a lav office as a rejearcher* 
H« 1 s not tnthused over it. Also claimed sona LRH photos vara 
stolon - says he's and as they wars ptrsonal and worth a lot 
of conoy. Assunos thay vara stolon by the Church* 


31 lUy 


riynn says ha will have lots or speakers for tha "Op«n 
?on» 4 '- Including Nibs <1. Carry Armstrong. 


l^Sr « 


11 jits s ar r td with a legal latter 
Hj ?C 3ox in Celt* haaa. 


1 June 


2 funs 


12. J 


una 


EXHIBIT 
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Hlbs says c «rry Armstrong brought 2 people out of $he Church 
vlth hln and that there are 10-12 who worked with *RH who 
are coning out. Says Gerry has docs that show tha Church has 
>#25U nlllion In cash in banks and $3? million in ora bank 
alone. Also Gerry Is supposed to hava original LRH applica¬ 
tion to explorers Club, nersonal orders from LRH, directions 
and codas, and that tha 20/20 shov will hava data Iron Gerry# 



Gorry './ns sarvad in parson with a legal letter at Coar 
Garrisons PO Box. V/e got his License i ? and dascription at 
tint as well* Tha phona ^trry has bean g iving out is 

Gbirjs publishers- Ralston-?Ilot Publishing Co- answering 
service*. Ooar is pretty nuch the whole company# 


s ntv address Is. 1991 Newport Ave, Apt A, Gosa &esa C*. 


• took his old phone $ to this address. Report says he was 
shaken by the letter that was delivered to hia( the legal one)* 
^ s not sore what it heand- thinks he's been sued, or about 
to be* Expressed remorse that things came out the ’-ray they 
did- tinea he has friends in Sen. La expressed bitterness 
with the "organization 41 . S t vj he doesn't yet hava an ittornay 
bat it looks like ho will have to get one* 


Eddie './alters mentioned that Garry Armstrong turned & brought 
Eddie everything he had as far ax data • H* came to Eddie 


In Clearwater. There will be a big meeting in LA and data bout 
LRH will be made known( that he had ooeratlons 1 was on drugs) 
supposedly. 



also Eddia says Gerry provided him with lots of photos of LRH 
d soma were supposed tp have bean only a couple nos old* 


in CJ has a contract with Qua* Garrison for the 

_ognphy# It appears to be an. original, £e alio has 

letters fron bridge concerning tho publishing of the Bio- 
coacoralng royalties. They apparently wore given to him by 
Gerry Armstrong# *e also has G« r rys hone *nd work phona 


**r***K^#*« 
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CONTOS & BUNCH 

5855 Topanga Canyon Boulevard 
Suite 400 

Woodland Hill3, California 91367-4694 
Telephone (818) 716-9400 


Attorneys for Defendant and 
Cross-Complainant GERALD ARMSTRONG 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


ZHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
IALIFORNIA, a California 
Corporation, 

Plaintiff, 

r S. 

JERALD ARMSTRONG, et al.. 


Defendants. 


) 

ND RELATED CROSS-ACTIONS. ) 

_ ) 


CASE NO.: C 420 153 

(Severed Action] 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF 
DOCUMENTS FROM CROSS-COMPLAINANT 
GERALD ARMSTRONG TO CROSS¬ 
DEFENDANT CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
OF CALIFORNIA 


'.\H|R|7 



0 CROSS-DEFENDANT CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA AND TO 
TS ATTORNEYS OF RECORD: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that pursuant to Code of Civil 
rocedure. Section 2031, on September _9_, 1986, at 
3:00 a.m. at the Law Offices of Contos & Bunch, 5355 Topanga 
anyon Boulevard, Suite 400, Woodland Hills, California, 
ross-Coraplainant requests Cross-Defendant to produce for 
3 DVing and inspection by counsel_for Cross-Complainant each 

















of the documents specified in Schedule A annexed hereto. 

Such items are believed to be in Cros3-Defendant's custody, 
control or possession, not privileged, and relevant to the 
subject matter of this action or reasonably calculated to 
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence in thi3 action. 

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that, pursuant to the 
express provisions of Code of Civil Procedure, Section 2031, 
Cross-Defendant shall serve a written response, subscribed 
under oath by an officer, director or managing agent of 
Cross-Defendant to this Request within twenty (20) days after 
service of this Request. Said sworn Response, pursuant to 
the requirements of Section 2031(b), “shall identify the 
documents, papers, books, accounts, letters, photographs, 
objects, and tangible things falling within the categories 
specified in the request which are in the possession, custody 
or control of the responding party.* 

cAHlf. IT ■ --'AN- -- 


This Request calls for identification and produc¬ 
tion of, and defines "documents* to mean, without limitation, 
the following items, whether printed or recorded or 
reproduced by any other mechanical process, including audio 
and/or visual process, or written or produced by hand: 
agreements, communications, city, state and/or federal 
governmental proceedings and hearings, transcripts and 
reports, correspondence, telegrams, memoranda, summaries of 
records of telephone conversations or interviews, diaries, 
graphs, reports, notebooks, note charts, plans, summaries or 

records of meetings or conferences, summaries or reports of 
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counsel, consultants, photographs, tape recordings, cas¬ 
settes, notion picture or television films, brochures, 
pamphlets, advertisements, circulars, press releases, 
articles, or any publications, drafts, files, letters, any 
marginal comments appearing on any document, computer 
print-outs and all other writings, or printed materials. 


DATED: Augus 
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/orneys for Defendant 
Cross-Complainant 
GERALD ARMSTRONG 
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1. All documents from which the entries on the 
14-page "time track" were excerpted or on which the entries 
*ere based. Said "time track" was produced as part of the 
J-l Pile during the Christofferson trial. 

2. All documents contained in Cross-Complainant’s 
’ethics* and "personnel" files. 

3. All records and documents concerning the 
ncarceration of Cross-Complainant in the US GO Intelligence 
ureau in Pifield Manor in June, 1976. 

4. All documents generated as a result of the 
nterview of Cross-Complainant done by GO Intelligence 
fficial, 3rian Roubinek, in July/August, 1976 in Clearwater, 
lorida. 

5. All Compliance reports, progress reports or 

ly documentation whatsoever regarding each of the "steps" of 
le "Gerry Armstrong Project" of February 17, 1982, attached 
sreto as Exhibit A. 

6. Any and all documentation containing 
iformation culled from Cross-Complainant’s pc (or preclear. 


: auditing, or processing) files. 


EXHIBIT . 
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7. All documentation upon which the report of 
pteraber 30, 1982 re Dead Agenting Gerry Armstrong is based. 

8. Any and all documentation, including 
rrespondence and reports to and from the private 
vestigators who surveilled Cross-Complainant and his wife 
ginning in May, 1982, and who assaulted Cross-Complainant, 
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ran into him, attempted to involve Jocelyn Armstrong and him 
in freeway accidents, and who followed and harassed them 
through September, 1982. 

9. Any and all documentation concerning a visit 
and subsequent telephone calls to Cross-Complainant by Marty 
Rathbun from February through April, 1984. Said 
documentation includes, but is not limited to, an "eval" 

Mr. Rathbun stated had been done regarding Cross-Complainant, 
a3 well as all documents relating to the “eval." 

10. The mission, project or program orders 

jursuant to which Terri Gamboa met with Cross-Complainant on 
larch 8, 1984, and subsequently wrote her "debrief" of 
larch 12, 1984 attached hereto as Exhibit 3. 

11. All orders, reports, correspondence and 
locuments concerning surveillance and harassment of Cross- 
lomplainant by agents of Cross-Defendant in London in June, 
984. 

12. All orders, reports, correspondence and 
ocuments relating to the operation in June, 1984 to use 
ross-Complainant 1 s folders to entrap him. This operation 
as acknowledged by the two agents of Cross-Defendant, Mike 
inder and "Joey," in the videotapes illegally taken of 
ross-Complainant in November, 1984. 

13. All orders, reports, correspondence, and 

acuraents relating to OSA INT Executive Directive 19, of 
sptember 20, 1984, a copy of which is attached hereto as 

chibit C. ... pap.p 


EXHIBIT. 
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the photographing of Cross-Complainane by Cross-Defendant' 3 
members on November 8, 1984 in Los Angeles, including the 
original photographs taken. 

15. All orders, reports, correspondence, materials 
and documents concerning the burglarizing of the trunk of 
Zros3-Complainant's car on November 8, 1984, and the theft 
iherefrom of a manuscript and artwork of approximately 

350 pages, and various documents relating to the within 
Litigation. This request includes the stolen materials 
:heraselves. 

16. All copies made by Cross-Defendant's agents, 
nown to Cross-Complainant as “Joey* and "Rena,’ of Cross- 
omplainant's writings and drawings which "Rena" requested as 

potential publisher, and which Cross-Complainant loaned to 
Rena* on November 9, 1984. These consisted of approximately 

50 pages of personal creative works. 

17. All records, reports, orders, correspondence, 
ocuments and audio and video recordings of a meeting 
arranged by Cross-Defendant's agents posing as “reformers") 
etween an attorney, Thomas Janeway, and Cross—Complainant in 


avember, 1984 in Encino, California. 


EXHIBIT. 


PACE. 


- I 
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18. All records, reports, correspondence, orders, 
acuments or materials relating to the obtaining of false 
jthorizations directing and/or authorizing the videotaping 
id wiretapping of attorney Michael Flynn and Cross- 
implainant in November and December, 1984. Three of these 
thorizations are attached hereto as Exhibit D. 
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audio and video recordings, documents or materials relating 
to an attempt by Cross-Defendant * 3 agents to persuade Cross- 
Complainant to fly to Las Vegas, Nevada in the fall of 1984 
to meet with a proposed "backer" of Cro3s-Def endant' s agents 
posing as "reformers.* 

20. All correspondence, reports, statements, 
Jocuments or materials supplied to or received from the Los 
Angeles Police Department, or any officer thereof, from 1982 
ihrough 1984 regarding various attempts to have criminal 
rharges brought against Cross-Complainant in connection with 
Iross-Corapla inant's alleged theft of the Hubbard archives. 

'his includes, but is not limited to, documentation generated 

hrough contacts with Officer S.J". Capuano in the 

.£. Detective Division of the Los Angeles Police Department. 

21. All orders, reports, projects, programs, 
riefings and debriefings, audio and video recordings, and 
11 related documents and materials concerning what the 
rganization call3 the "Armstrong Operation." This operation 
ivolved the use of Cross—Complainant‘3 friend, Dan Sherman, 
d get close to Cross-Complainant, feed him false 
lformation, compromise him and frame him, with the goals of 
sstroying his reputation, his ability to testify in 
rientology Litigation, his emotional and physical well- 
»ing, hi 3 economic base, his marriage and his life. This 
teration i 3 referenced at page 2 of the February 17, 1982 

lerry Armstrong Project," Exhibit A, under "Step 15." 

22. All daily reports, weekly reports, battle 
- ‘-.m-u "i >n »-®norts. statistic reoorts, private 
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investigator reports on a daily basis from at least 1982 to 
the present, CSW*3, mission orders, projects, programs, 
evals, targets, estimates, compliance reports, progress 
reports, orders, nudges, debugs, requests for funds, budgets 
(FP's), accounting reports, cross file sheets, excerption 
sheets, computer data and files, briefings, drillings, 
iebriefings, audio and video recordings, wiretape recordings, 
jhotographs and any other documents relating to the forgery 
md attempted cashing of a $2,000,000 check on the Bank of 
lew England account of L. Ron Hubbard in 1982, and the 
iperation to frame Michael Flynn and Cross-Complainant with 
.he alleged crime. 

23. All correspondence, orders, reports, 
tatements, documents, photographs, or materials relating to 
he "Freedom* tabloid issue 61, published in August, 1984, a 
educed copy of which is attached as Exhibit E. 

24. All correspondence, orders, reports, 
tatements, documents, photographs or materials relating to 
he article entitled *Ex-CJ.S. Attorney's Role in Check 
Drgery Surfaces in Boston Court" in the "Freedom" tabloid 
ssue 62, published in October, 1984, a reduced copy of which 
3 attached hereto as Exhibit F. 


EXHIBIT ^ pane -O -A 

25. All correspondence, orders, reports. 


i 


:atements, photographs, documents or materials relating to 
e "Freedom* tabloid published in April/May, 1985, a reduced 
>py of which i 3 attached hereto as Exhibit G. 

26. All correspondence, orders, reports. 
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the "Freedom" tabloid published in May, 1985, a reduced copy 
of which is attached hereto as Exhibit H. 

27. All correspondence, orders, reports, 
statements, documents or materials relating to the 
•advertisement* attached hereto as Exhibit I which appeared 
in "The Oregonian* newspaper of May 30, 1985, in Portland, 
Oregon, particularly with regard to the statement: 

•Another one of Christofferson 1 s 
key witnesses, Gerry Armstrong, a 
government informant, was 
indisputably shown to have engaged 
in an operation to infiltrate the 
Church of Scientology, Armstrong's 
plot, based on evidence submitted in 
court, appears to have been 
conceived with the advice and 
consent of Flynn and members of the 
IRS Intelligence Branch. It 
indicated the planting of forged 
documents in the church which could 
then be "discovered" by government 
agents in planned raids on church 
premises. The forged documents 
would incriminate the church in 
nonexistent illegal activities and 
would serve as a basis for the 

l jl 

indictment of current church iXHIBIT—Lsi_PAHi: j 
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28. All correspondence, orders, reports, 
statements, documents or materials relating to Cross- 
Defendant's radio show ■Freedom Magazine* on station WTTP in 
3oston on June 11, 1985, a transcript of which is attached 
lereto as Exhibit J. 

29. All correspondence, orders, reports, 
statements, documents, payments, receipts or cancelled checks 
sent to or received from L. Fletcher Prouty relating to 

!ros3-Complainant. 

30. All edited versions of the videotapes which 
ad originally been made of Cross-Complainant in November, 
984. Attached hereto as Exhibit K is a flyer distributed to 
cientologists in April and May, 1985 directing them to a 
flowing of an edited version of the tapes. 

31. All correspondence, orders, reports, 
tatement 3 , documents or materials relating to the editing of 
he videotapes, including the editing which occurred prior to 
le Christofferson trial, as well as the audio sections 


iited out of the videotapes. 

32. All correspondence, orders, reports, 
:ateraents, documents or materials relating to the 
ilivering/sending of edited versions of the videotapes to 
iv members of the media. rXHiRiT ■—» 


33. All correspondence, orders, reports, 
atements, documents or materials relating to Cross- 
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television and radio stations. 

34. All correspondence, orders, reports, 
statements, documents or materials, relating to the showing 
of the videotapes or edited versions thereof to staff or 
public Scientologists, including any briefings given, 
requests for "donations - or funds, any projects, programs or 
evals related to this operation and any financial records of 
said operation. 


35. All correspondence, 
statements, documents or materials 
>hotographing of Cross-Complainant 
lassachusetts on October 7, 1985, 
:aicen. 


orders, reports, 
relating to the 
's residence in Boston, 
including all photographs 


36. All correspondence, orders, reports, 
tatements, documents or materials relating to the mugging 
nd robbery of Cross-Complainant outside his residence in 
oston on October 25, 1985. 

37. All correspondence, reports, statements, 
ocuments or materials regarding an incident which occurred 

n October 13, 1985, when a Scientologist reported to the FBI 
lat Cross-Complainant was posing as an FBI agent near the 
sssachusetts Bay Transportation Authority Green Line 
iditorium Stop in Boston. 

38. All correspondence, reports, statements, 
jcuments or materials concerning the operation to bring 
tlse criminal charges against Cross-Complainant via the FBI 

i described in Request No. 37 above. _ 

cXHIPIT Q PAHF Ol. C 

39. All correspondence, orders, reports. 
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statements, documents or materials relating to the "Freedom" 
tabloid published in February, 1986, a reduced copy of which 
is attached hereto as Exhibit L. 

40. All correspondence, orders, reports, 
statements, documents or materials relating to the operation 
to have several hundred copies of the "Freedom" tabloid 
(Exhibit L) planted in the building where Cross-Complainant 
rforks on February 11, 1986, during his deposition in the case 
Df Burden v. Church of Scientology . 

41. All correspondence, orders, mission orders, 
reports, telexes, statements, documents or materials relating 
:o an operation or mission in February and March, 1986 
.nvolving organization agent, Meryl Dubay, the purpose of 
rhich was to "Black PR" Cross-Complainant among plaintiffs 
ind witnesses in various cases against the Organization. 

42. All correspondence, orders, reports, 
tatements, documents or materials relating to the 
hotographing of Cross-Complainant's residence on March 21, 
986. 

43. All correspondence, orders, reports, 
tatements, documents or materials regarding Cross- 
omplainant delivered to the Internal Revenue Service in 1985 
id 1986. 
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JOHN G. PETERSON 

PETERSON AND BRYNAN 

8530 Wilshire Boulevard, Suita 407 

Beverly H1113, California 90211 

(213) 659-9965 

Attorneys for Plaintiff and Cross-Defendant 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, a California 
Corporation, 

Plaintiff, 


GERALD ARMSTRONG, et al., 
Defendants. 


Case No. C 420 153 

CROSS-DEFENDANT CHURCH OF 
SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA'S 
RESPONSE TO CROSS-COMPLAINANT 
GERALD ARMSTRONG'S REQUEST 
FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 


AND RELATED CROSS-ACTION. 


Cross-Defendant Church, of Scientology of California 
responds to Cross-Complainant's Request for Production of 
Documents as follows: 

1. Without waiving any objections, Cross-Defendant 
responds that, to the extent said documents pertaining to 
Cross-Complainant exist, they have already been produced. 

2. Cross-Defendant will produce the documents in its 
possession, custody or control. 

3. Cros 3 -Defendant has no such documents in its 
possession, custody or control. 


EXHIBIT. 
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4. Without waiving any objections, Cross-Defendant 
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responds that it has no such docuaents in its possession, 
custody or control. 

5. Without waiving any objections, Cross-Defendant 
responds that to the extent that any docuaents exist within 
this category, said documents have already been produced. 

6. Cross-Defendant has no such docuaents in its 
possession, custody or control. 

7. Without waiving any objections, Cross-Defendant 
responds that to the extant that any documents exist within 
this category, said docuaents have already been produced. 

3. Cross-Defendant has no docuaents which show any 
alleged assault of Cross-Complainant, running into him, or any 
attempts to involve Cross-Complainant and Joyce Armstrong in 
freeway accidents or any type of harassment. Correspondence 
and reports to and from private investigators are privileged 
as attorney work product. 

9. Cross-Defendant has no such documents in its 
possession, custody or control. 

10. Cross-Defendant has no such docuaents in its 
possession, custody or control. 

11. Cros3-Defendant denies that Cross-Complainant was 
harassed in London in June 1984. Cross-Defendant is aware that 
Cross-Complainant was legitiaataly served with a valid order 

by the California Court of Appeal, and will produce documents 
in our possession, custody or control. 

12. Cross-Defendant has no such docuaents in its 

possession, custody or control. EXHIBIT°age^2_ 

13. Without waiving any objections, no such orders, 
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reports or correspondence exist regarding Cro3s-Complainanc. 

As to documents, any that fall within this Request for 
Production which pertain to Cross-Complainant either have 
already been produced or are equally available to 
Cro s s-Complainant. 

14. Cross-Defendant is searching its files and will 
produce any of the requested documents in its possession, 
custody or control. 

15. Cross-Defendant has no knowledge of any burglary of 
Cross-Complainant's trunk. Hence, Cross-Defendant has no such 
documents in its possession, custody or control. 

16. Cross-Defendant has no such documents in its 
possession, custody or control. 

17. Cross-Defendant has no such documents in its 
possession, custody or control. 

13. Without waiving any objections, Cross-Defendant 
denies that it has ever obtained any "false authorizations" 
with respect to any alleged wiretapping of either Cross- 
Complainant or Michael Flynn. Ho documents exist. 

19. Cross-Defendant has no such documents in its 
possession, custody or control. 

20. Cross-Defendant has no such documents in its 
possession, custody or control. 

21. "Armstrong Operation" i3 a characterization invented 
by Cross-Complainant as no such "operation" has aver existed. 
Cross-Defendant has no such documents in it3 possession, 
custody or control. 


EXHIBIT. 
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possession, custody or control. There is no such thing as an 
operation to frame Flynn and Armstrong regarding the 
$2,000,000 check. Object to production of documents regarding 
check as not leading to discovery of admissible evidence 
relevant to this case. 

23. Cross-Defendant objects on the grounds that this 
Request is vague, ambiguous, overbroad, burdensome and 
harassive. The documents requested herein are irrelevant to 
any causa of action in the cross-complaint and are not 
calculated to lead to the discovery of any evidence admissible 
in this action. 

24. Cross-Defendant incorporates by reference as if fully 
set forth herein its response to Request for Production Ko. 23. 

25. This Request for Production seeks documents which, 

Ln part, are irrelevant to any cause of action in the 
:ross-complaint and are not calculated to lead to the discovery 
if any evidence admissible in this action. Any documents 
r hich. are calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 
vidence and which do exist have already been produced to 

ross—Complainant. 

26. See response to Request |25. 

27. Any such documents which exist have already been 
roduced to Cross-Complainant. 

28. Any such documents which exist have already been 
roduced to Cross-Complainant. 


EXHIBIT. 
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29. Cross-Defendant has no such correspondence, orders, 
sports, statements, payments, reports or cancelled checks in 


s-Daffandant possesses 
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a declaration o£ L. Fletcher Prouty which will be produced. 


30. Cross-Defendant will produce the requested videotape 
in its possession, custody or control. 

31. Cross-Defendant is informed and believes that 
Cross-Complainant already has complete copies of the 
videotapes requested herein. Mo other documents exist. 
Nothing, either audio or visual, was edited from said 
videotapes. There are no correspondence, orders, reports, 
statements, documents or materials relating to an editing 
prior to Christofferson. 

32. Cross-Defendant has no such documents in its 
possession, custody or control. 

33. Cross-Defendant cannot locate any specific items 
that have been sent to the media, however, a continued search 
is being made to ascertain if items sent to media on other 
subjects contained information regarding Cross-Complainant. 
Cross-Defendant will supplement this response if any are 


34. Cross-Defendant has no such documents in its 
possession, custody or control. 

35. Cro 3 s-Defendant has no such documents in its 
sossession, custody or control. 

36. Cross-Defendant has no such documents in its 
(ossession, custody or control. 

37. Cross-Defendant will produce all documents and 
.aterials in our possession except memo to files dated 
0-21-85, 11-19-85 and 11-20-85, from attorney Roger Caller 
hich is privileged as attorney work product. 
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Cross-Dafandant has no such documents in its possession, 
custody or control. 


39. This Request tor Production seeks documents which 
are irrelevant to any cause of action in the cross-complaint 
and is not calculated to lead to the discovery of any evidence 
admissible in this action. 

40. Cross-Defendant has no such documents in its 
possession, custody or control. 

41. Without waiving any objections, Cross-Defendant 
denies that any "operation or mission" to "'Black PR' 
Cross-Complainant* aver existed. Cros3-Defendant has no such 
documents in its possession, custody or control. 

42. Cross-Defendant has no such documents in its 
possession, custody or control. 

43. Cross-Defendant has no such documents in its 
possession, custody or control. 

DATED: September 2, 1986 PETERSON 4 BRYNAN 
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PAC Mgsrt Gil of US 
CCx AS GLA 


ccx PES USGO 

ccx DG I US 

ccx Org PtE Info US 


DAILY REPORT 


AG I GLA 


22 Feb 82 


Dear Roberta, 


RE: GERRY ARMSTRONG 


Today we telexed SU via DG I US to get Gerry's birthday 
and social security number from his payroll records. That 
will enable us to check other areas in the wog world to see 
if he can be located. 

We also verified that his wife's parents were last known 
to be living in Phoenix. That means that with his parents in 
Vancouver and hers in Phoenix, that will make it harder to 
verify our theory that they would be staying with one of their 
parents* houses. 

Also today, Debbie llased with DG I US to see how we can 
check with OVG to see if he knows anything about Gerry's 
whereabouts. 

It h»« become obvious to us that there is a lot of emitted 
data on Gerry - that even though SU and Flag have sent us all 
their files on him, there still seems to be a lot missing. So 
tomorrow we will go through all his files to look for indicators 
as to where more files might be, and also - to see who might be 
able to give us any information about him or any misdeeds he 
may have committed while on staff. 

That's all. This is OK. 


ML 


Brad 
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cc: PES US 
cc: DG I US 
cc: Org PiE Info US 

?AC Kgat d lief US 
cc: AG GLA 

DAILY REPORT 


AG I GLA 24 Feb 82 

Dear Roberta, 

RE: GERRY ARMSTRONG 


The only thing to report is that nothing much occurred 
on this today. I needed to contact Peeter A. today to see 
what places he had already checked for the Armstrongs' folders 
so we wouldn'1 be covering the same ground, but I found out 
that Peeter was gone all afternoon to the INS. 

The only other thing we could do at this point requires 
our getting from Flag - the data we requested by telex yesterday. 

That's it for now. 



ML r 


Brad 
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?AC Mgnt Chief US 
cc: AO QLA 



- CONFIDENTIAL 

Hr 10B Dir for 
AOI OLA 


DAILY REPORT 
Re: Gerry Armstrong 


cc: FES US 
cc: DQI US 
cc: Org ?5:E Info US 


rf 


25 Feb. 1932 


Dear Roberta, 

I have aome recent data as to where GA may be. I aent a 
compliance report yeaterday Hating the poaalbilltlea. The data 
I got today fills In aone of the gaps. One Idea was that GA went 
to Canada to stay with his mother as he called in Dec. from a phone 
In Vancover. According to*his good friend at SMI, Marilyn Brewer 
ext.#120, the Armstrong's were in Canada for Xmas as she spoice to 
them during that time. In Jan. they were bade In LA. and when they 
called Marilyn they mentioned that they planned to settle In LA. 
They said they were living about an hour from the complex. Marilyn 
has been on mission recently and hasn't heard from the Arnstongs 
since the beginning of Jan. She suggested asking Holly Carlson, 
the C/0 of FL3 who Is Joyce Armstrong's slater as she might know 
where they are. 

I also am trying to reach Karen Campbell the o/o at SMI ext. 722 
as I heard today that she said Joyce told her that she would soon 

be going to Arizona. Joyce's parents live in Tempe Arizona only a 

block from the Mesa Mission. Joyce once gave her parents phone 
number to the Mesa Mission as she wanted them to try and get her 
parents .back In Scientology (her parents are blown Scientologists). 
Tempe is near Phoenix which is where Scott Brown, Joyce's brother 
has his squirrel group and with whom GA was going to write a book. 

I also spoke to the DO SMI as he knew the ARmstrongs. In early 
Jan., Joyce Armstrong set up a dinner with Marilyn and Ed Brewer 

and the DQ SMI, They all went as they didn't know the Armstrongs 

were blown. They heard about It later. The DQ hasn't heard from 
them since and doesn't know where they are. 

So, the next step is to pull the strings that turned up today. 
Verify if they are in Arizona, find out how recently Joyce told 
Karen Campbell she was going there^ and also to contact Joyce's 
sister, Holly to see if she knows where they are. 

Love, 

Debbie 
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PAC Kgnt Chief US 
cc: AO GLA 





ac: PS3 US 
cc; DOI US 
cc: Qrg PiZ Info US 


Br 103 Dir Tor COHPIDEHTIAL 

Aai GLA 

1982 


DAILY REPORT 


Re: Gerry Armstrong 


Deer Roberta, 

Our next action to locate GA is to get the financing to send 
some one to Phoenix and to Vsncover to checlc if GA is there. 
Those two places are- the two possibilities. Brad is wording on 
arranging the financing for this-* 


Love, 

Debbie 
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cc : PL- US 
cc: DQI US 
cc: Org PSrE Info US 


7 * 


PAC Mgmt CHIEF US 
cc: AQ GLA 


CONFIDENTIAL 


3r 103 Dir for 
AOI GLA 


March 4,'1382 


DAILY REPORT 


Re: Gerry Armstrong 


Dear Roberta, 

We are still waiting for.the money to send a person to 
Phoenia. And also for the bacic GA folders from SU so we can 
get his birthdate for a check with the DMV for a current address. 
We need these in order to pursue any,of our leads about locating 
him. 


Love, Debbie 
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oc: PES -US 
cc: CGI US 
co: Org PSrE Info US 
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?AC Mgmt Chief US 
cc: Aa QLA 


CONFIDENTIAL 


Br 10B Dir for 
AOI OLA 


March 5 , 1982 


DAILY REPORT 



Dear Roberta, 

Ve got GA's birthdate from a FLAG Crew List that waa made 
for INS. It Hated the staff's names and birthdatea ao we got 
hia birthdate from there. This speeded up the DKV cycle aa we 
had previously been waiting for hia baclc PC files from SU which 
have not arrived yet. But with GA'a birthdate I was able to send 
In to the DMV” today to see what PT address they have for GA. So 
that is progress. Ve are still planning to send someone to Phoenix 
and Vancover, when the money comes through. 


Love, Debbie 


/? 7 
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PAC Mgat Chief U3 
cc: AS QLA 



cc: PZS ud 

co: DOI U3« 

cc: Org P8rE Info US 


CONFIDENTIAL 

3R 10B Dir for 

AQI QLA . . 

March 8, 1982 


DAILY REPORT 


Re: derry Araatrong 
Dear Roberta, 

We heard that dA was very recently seen at OVd'a ao that 
la currently the flrat place we are going to look. Thla week 
we win be doing aurveillance to deteraine if he la ataying 
there. Today I compliled a very complete physical deacrlpttlon 
of him ao we can proceed with the aurveillance and whomever we 
aend will be able to recognize him. 


Love, Debbie 
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PAC Mgmt Chief US 
se? AC QLA 


cc: PES US 
cc: DOI US 
ca: Org PScE Info US 



CONFIDENTIAL 

Br 10B Dir for 
AOI OLA 


March 10, 1982 


DAILY REPORT 


Re: Oerry Armstrong 
Dear Roberta, 

This Is the report for March 9th. Yesterday was very busy 
with no minutes to spare so this daily report is being done this 
morning. There is progress on this cycle however. Yesterday 
Brad briefed the person who Is to do the surveillance and today 
he Is actually doing It.' So we should soon know if GA Is really 
at ova's. I'll report later today what has turned up so far on 
this. 


Love, Debbie 









?AC MOOT CHIZ? 
cc: AG a LA 



cc: PES . . __ 

oc: DOI US 

cc: Org PSfE Info US 




CONFIDENTIAL 

BH1C3 Dir for 
AOI OLA 

March 10, 1982 


DAILY REPORT 


Re: Gerry Armstrong 


Dear Roberta, 


We "have a surveillance going today on OVQ’s place to see 
If GA is there. Ve have not heard yet as of this minute. 

Ve could get a call at any time with some news and will let 
you know right away if something is learned. 


Love, Debbie 
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PAC MGMT CHIEF 
cc: AG GLA 



cc: Pi US ^ 

cc: DGI US 

cc: Org PiS Info US 


- CONFIDENTIAL 

3R 10B Dir for 
AGI GLA 

March 11, 1982 


DAILY REPORT 


Re: Gerry Armstrong 


Dear Roberta, 

Ve have a stakeout going on at GVG'a to determine .if GA 
is there. So far he* hasn't been seen but we are continuing the 
stakeout. I will let you know as soon as he is seen, if he is. 


Love, Debbie 
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cc: 2JS US C'*1 

cc: DOI US 
cot Org PiZ Info US 

?AC MOMT CHIEF US 
cc: AQ QLA 

CONFIDENTIAL 



BR 10B Dir for 

AOI QLA March 12, 1982 


DAILY REPORT 


Re: Gerry Armstrong 


Dear Roberta, 

The stakeout continued today but still nobody Is at the 
apartment and no cars in the appropriate carport. Ve will 
continue. GA may show up soon* 


Love, Debbie 
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cc: PES. ’> 

oox DQI ud. 

oc: Org P&E Info US 


& 


PAC MQKT CHIEF 
ca: AG QLA 


CONFIDENTIAL 


3R 10B Dir for 
AQI OLA 


March 15, 1982 


DAILY REPORT 



Dear Roberta, 

Aa I have been reporting, there hasn't been anyone home at 
all at OVO's house (apt.) so it appears they are temporarily out 
of town. We are going to plclc the stakeout back up on Wed. or so, 
it will be better to use our resources when it is likely to pay 
off than to continue now when no one at all is at OVGs. 3y Wed or 
so maybe they will be back, so we will resume the stakeout in a 
couple of days. 


Love, Debbie 
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cc: P2S US 
cc: D<3L US 
oct Org P&£ Info US 


0 


PAC MGMT CHIE? US 
cc: AG . OLA 


BE 10B DIE GLA 
for AGI GLA 


CONFIDENTIAL 



DAILY REPOST 




Re Gerry Armstrong 
Dear Roberta, 

The data Is the same, that we are going to resume the 
staJceout in the next day or so. We hope someone will be back 
at OVO's by then. As you know .not even OVG has been there 
in the past week. The apt Is unoccupied. 


Love, Debbie 
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cc: PZS US 
act DQI US ' 
co: Org PSrE Info US 

PAC MGMT CHIEF US 
ae: AQ aLA 

- CONFIDENTIAL 

3R 10B DIR QLA FOR 

AQI QLA March 17, 1982 



DAILY REPORT 


Ret (Jerry Armstrong 


Dear Roberta, 

ftiere la no new data on this. We are going to start the 
stakeout again soon. 

I 

/ Love, Debbie 
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PAC MQMT CHIEF 
cc: AQ OLA 


CONFIDENTIAL 


cc: PES U3 
cc: DO! US 
cc: Org P&E Info US 




BR 10B DIR OLA 
for AQI GLA 

March 10, 1982 


DAILY REPORT 


RE:Gerry Araatrong and Alan Valter 


Dear Roberta, 

There la not anything new about theae guya today. Ve are 
atlll following up the lead on QA that a GAS of oura say know 
where he la. Nothing new on ACV.- 


Love, Debbie 
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IT.5. OUAPPIAN’S OFFICF PPOOPV A «F OQPF.P 


FT) IKT 

SPEC yJT i/C 

A/C 

CAI 

CAL 

CAFF 

C YY 13 September 81 

pc i rr 

pc l m 

pc pp nr 

MAN PIP nr 

pc ns 

ns ns 

AW ITS 

PC SP PS 


pc sp irr ops rs 

AW ITS 

pc t rs 


The "Juggernaut" Fv?) 


rONFTPFKTT.AL 


PC PP PS 
PC L 1* 

M AC I/C 
%# AC M ,2,3,4 

action a i pf 

m?ATT!OV i/c 

P/PFS PS 
"AK PIP 

srvs pi ops oFr 
lrrilVPPOS PIP FI PS 


rc r ns 


for 

nc us 

Authorized tnd Verified 
hv AHt ITS 
for the 

Hoard of PJrectors 
of the 

Church of SclentolorT 

of Ca 11fornia 
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THf '•JVnc.TPVM'V FVAL 


>r.7 


poi.inr: 


nm pl n Kov 72 how to iunplf blah: propaganda 
oklt coitcter-attacx hanplff... 

Fo it takes time tnd work to reverse an attack 
because nomii channels hive to he reopened md 
rmrstd. 

It Is done hy attacks. 

But attacks which art not tmt earn suits, Fo one 
■u*t attack only on proven ground. 

This requires a lot of hard search. 

However, a Black Propagandist often has sinv other 
•ntaies. These have sovetlpes tethered data. 

The principles are that when the suh*terainals ere 
located, they are investigated and counter-attached. 
Then further investigation reveals closer terminals 
to the propagandist and these are attacked. In 
short, one Investigates and attacks. 


ffnip* Arvirr . 

Any personnel involved in the Class Action suit hecore 
parties to the 750 Billion suit as veil as being 
sued on this other action. 

Bv this is meant you rut a counter suit to the 
Class Action suit in the saae court. 


CV> A30 13 Jan 10 

FTPATPOIOPLANNTNn: The correct definition is 
STOTTFnrPUk’.VJsn5 tm f riNn nr am ovfhai.l 

tCTSI KHTHT FF*VFS TO dLANNFT. OP ALIGN PR 
CPOPPTMATF PT71FR PLAN'S. THAT' F AL’^FT TTTI* 
IfFAPTW P* CWANP INTENTION. 

TACTICAL PUXKIW: The correct definition is 
THAT TPP APF. nOTVC TP I'TT.PTNT THIS pnrriPN 
Of YWR STRATEGIC PLANNING 


onopPTCH FVAL 6 June 73 

Policy: Fveluate situations before planning 
actions and handling. 

Investigate and thoroughly prepare all legal 
actions before acting. 

Thoroughly prepare legal actions; wins are rro- 
pprtional to preparations... 

IPFAL FCFK T.: CO HF cala, confident and effective in 

all Bus. 

on 714 INTEU.IGFNCE, ITS ROf.E 


Ap Intalligenct I'nit that imperfectly understands 
its function will oait to do a proper F.FTTVATF 
hot will feed rav or fragoentarv data to planning, 
command and policy makers and will cause the* to 

hp ilamed or overly confident and in any event cXHIRIT .S Ptr. 
will cause them to aike mistakes or even fail... 

'W 











2 


ppe c*n then collect, in nuntrcur v*vf, many 
peculiar to thy craft, the exact data needed to 
form a rciycLUSIPN that there \ s or is not t 
situation. And eithar var, one can then na*e 
a rrfr!ai^, hacked up with the PAK DATA and 
its simwary into a MTV ATI W or a yn»SITVATT^V 
vMch vill be of treat positive value to 
planners, conwand and poiicy-nakers. 

rjrrFLLir^r? FvrN ipiies wcii nr ttf pat* ny winr 

HV»U»ATTOy 15 AASHP, ASP TVTFI.LT CFVCF <qir»i'T.P 

nirMTFii 7 i f r fittatiams, tt!f. rnppicnoxs. win? 

TFI.L WfFTUFP AM FVAUJATinM FlinULP np SPHM.D NOT 
AF. myF! 


nn 032177 I.YTFLL PPIKCIPLF.S 


Aut there is a shorter route: If you hold the line 
• ffress <vely to vin H th T.*r*l and P* AN^ rpT 
lym.L jnrvcr. nwrinKjyn F.rFrrrnTi.Y at nyrr you 
can ereatlv shorten the tine it tah*s to c-t 
bach on tor. 

Fach of t v *se three rones have their ovn tech and 
their OF?? pmnrrTS. They are dl ffer»nt Products. 

Thun If you short circuit Intelligence lust as a 
suneort of PP or Legal, the Hatties vill he verv 
dlcay indeed. 


MPWKTS 5 


TntellJyence exposed i.e no longer under cover or 
clandestine. 

P® post frjeouently exposes Inte11ipence. L*pai u as 
often done so. 

Thus Intel!ipence alvars reouir-s newness of approach. 

T t i s standard in its lin es and actions. Put must h* 
f'rlffTt inti new Tn its ideas to cirn* something off. 

AAOC-UP 

PP is a backup, not an exposure of Intel 1 Irene* . 

A tvpical Intelligence action is to turn ovsr sore exact 
data to PP to "pet krovn" that vill then push forward 
an Intell Irene* objective. f*r to soitash an erewv 
release. 


JKPnpMATiny 

Soever regards Intelligence solely as "Tnfomation 
Catherine" has not moved with the ti*es. 

The Japanese disturbed all this with the Ine*11ir•net 
creation of "Incidents" then exploited hv pe. 

The Russians use this (fro* the Japs) continually. 

The "incident" brought.about behind the scenes is then 
Mtllassly exploited by pp. 

To reverse this PP then Intelligence. Is out of se"u*nc? 

Pith knowledge, incident and technioue, Intelligence 
nro*erlv causes first in anv seoutnee of events. 
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MTrmnV: 


ST.tTS: 


PATA: 


Aft«r months of successful intellifercn prediction 
and actions surroundinr Flynn, ve now have no 1 ir.c? 
in on *nd hf is ah 1 1 to launch successful 

and unnredicttd actions on us. 


* # onths of BT actions to provide prediction and a 
'’turned* 4 (from Hynn's camn) disaffected (5ilv«ni) 
hach*fired and stalled hy uncoordinated releases 
of irfo to tha nrtss in LY (which she then P*ed) 
and urevaluated M/Legal missions "to r»t the full 
data* 4 from her which scared her attv off fro* coisinr 
forth with the data. 

2 w#*Ws of food enthata on Flvnn and the CX 
conspirators based on the nroner exposure of 
t^eir Ylolatlons of the Funs Mr.* Ur. 

'’or, financial threat to the C of F loominr in CX 
wit* Flynn moving forward in this arena with an 
anti • C of s tax plan which is flanked hy local 
aedia conspirators. 

Four v«eks of little prediction and lessened oh* 
actiYlrr with FI staff in Bsn and PS tied up with 
LepaJ flanHnp actions. 

An additional vector of attach on Flvnn (Catherine 
Taraha) heinf wasted hy untimely notification of 
her that the C of S was interested In her complaint 
(she hates the C of S more than, she hates riynn) 
and this is now slowed. 

Comprehensive strattfy based on senior advises 
stalled and incomplete while the opnosition is 
reversinp the vector. 


The tuminp of Sflvana ^arritano to want to f• t out 
of the LVF class action suit was t w e result nf a 
food BT on. she started to surface this was 

reported all the way up the lines with nueh 
enthusiasm. A nltn to *et her before the .Tudp* in 
the IV* suit and pet the data on record was forrulated 
and a mission fired to do this. It immediatelv burred 
on t K e fact that Flynn was still the attv nf record 
and she would have to f*t a new attv • this obvious 
fact vt» not thoupb throuph before the mission fired. 
*"h«t resulted was that FHvana's new attv ANP CP** 
pmmntlv departed from the scene 1-avirr no 
resources there to actually handle pettinp her on 
record. 


STATS: 


PATA: 


CnpppfT TAPCFT 


BT PFV 
KT.flF a T no* 


P |f TTTFP FVAl.PATTOV 


PFF 

rn^uvn 


OMTTTFP FFTT'UTF 



?r. T PS 
HEPS PI CP* 
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altipfp srm»Fvrr 

PFF 

rrrr^vp 


Another product that came up on the- lines from 
PI Han vis that Catherine Taraba, the mother 
of Fd Taraba had herself filed a bar complaint 
against Tlynn with the M ass Hoard of Par 
Pverse*r* and the Sunremn Judicial Court In 
Massachusetts. Vhen this was found on HI 
Unes in Pan. actions had been started to get 
a Par complaint filed on Flyrn and this was 
sa-n as an additlonalv resource. A2* missionaires 
had our atty and PP Bsn call Tnraha’s attv in 
an attempt to set the data, hut the net result 
of t k at was that Taraha vis uncoorperati ve and 
* actually turned out to hate the Ouirch wore than she 
k «t*d Flvnn and to date hasn’t noved as a resource 
in this battle. The taking of her off of RT 
lines, in essence, vasted h«r a* a resource. 


0*«TTTFP F5TIVATF 

A 2P MCKP5? 
PI PSN 

ALTFPF.P FFnnFKCH 

A 2B M5NPS 
APPFP TI’T 

A2P "SVPS 


P^rieving these wasted products shows that in the 
case of Fllvana, the original "gloving report'* 

(faultv intelligence) on her had caused a flurrv 
high on the ore hoard with the and the importance 
of acting on that report to g*t her data overtly 
on the record was greatly intensified to the noint 
that it seemed the only strategy at that time, 
tfhen the Evtrflash mission went and found the •* 

scent complttfly different than was orlginallv 
rut forward in the isolated intell report (ir. 

Mlvma k ad Flynn as her attv and wasr't that 
wfllinr to go overt with her data), what the 
FverflasH '*sn j/r did V es mock up a follov-<i« 
strategy with atty Carver Mfverplate based on 
the- data on the scane which included filing a Har 
cotrMaint, Cutting data to the »'ass AC, both of 
which, hr necessity, closed down eredictive 

"d" line in Psn as a necessary element to g*t sore 
rroduct out of the scene. Similarly, in the case 
of r, Tarsht there *i? an effort to ret her data 
as it v*s proof of the fact that FA'TH * n d riynn 
w«re one in the same and that there *»s overt 
evidence of this and a coarlairt from a 3rd Partv. 

Tactually, reviewing this, the release of the FA**™ 
data in t k e Par complaint was slightly ore-mature 
as v* still hadn't gotten evidence of his solicitation 
of this plan and this inv*st1gation is still onroirr 
though now harder to orove as Flynn Is timed off 
to the fact that ve're on to it, making documentation 
much more difficult. 
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(™ITTEP EETP'ATT 


PC I PE 
NP** HI ops 

OMTTTFP EVALUATION 

PEE 

rrr^MNn 

VPPNG 50! f PCE 

FVF^ELAEH '»EN T/C 
ATTY EII.VFPOJ.ATF 

ALTF^EP SFOPENCE 

A 2F "ENPE 


Compare tht above to the successful action 
in CX it this tiwe where w» did t w e -ipos* 
of the Flvpn payment of S4P50 from the CV 
City Commission. In this action, PI pot 
the data and then "PP found it out" noisilv 
hy looHnj: «t .the hooks of the Of City 
Commission. This was ntn successfully in 
the press for 2 weeks without exposing Intel!. 


EYENTE IX C0PPEC7 EFOT'ENCF 

PC I ITS 
PEE ITS 
pp nt 


COPPECT PELATIVE IMPO^TANTS 

PC I PS 
PEE I f E 
pp rr 


Looking haclr over the- successful actions t K *t 
were occurring "rior to The flubs in Poston ve 
find that AC I Bsn is starting to look at who 
is behind Flynn (based on i special ban*') and 
uncovers the fascinating similarity is found 
in the body of the original LYE complaint bv 
Flvnn and an article written hy A^* ^sveh Pr. 
John Clark. As a result of this further 
investJgation and ohs were done on Clark. 

Khat is found ver* clandestine eeetinr* of 
AT^Vrs and connections with the Pockef*11 ars , 
etc. This shows that standard intell actions 
were proceeding (in early August 811. 

coppf.ct TAPcrrr 


PI PEN 
NFl'E ni OPS 
PC T HE 

EVENTS IN CORRECT EF.Ot’ENCr 

PT REV 
KEI'E PI ops 
PC T PE 
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CORPFCT PELATIVF IMPORTANTF 


FT ESN 
NF.UF BX OPS 
nc T US 


Then what occurs is shortly thereafter, we find 
FT Fsn and FI US in • complete flurry, ferrving 
docs backwards ind forwards between LA tnd Fsn 
in tn effort to sttlsfy t demand fro* Legal 
for documentation that could be used against 
Flynn. This dt*and came from the hagai Flynn 
Handling Program, issued 24 July M which was 
to get the documents analyted for potential 
use in IP 2 f specifically looking for the 
governmental connections. Mote: This rrogram 
also had targetting to get FA u CO exrosed; however, 
t*e means for doing this were going to He trough 
specific discovery actions in the LVS Class Action 
suit • the program targets for this discov«rv 
w#re never done. 


ALTF.^FP I'TneTANCr 

BI FSK 
NTT'S. FI "PS 
tv. i ns 

CPPPFCT PFLATI YE PTOPTANCF 
LECAL US 

P*MTT TP cmtPT.IAVCn 
LECAL US 


Looking into this non-comnl f ance and what was occurrlnr 
with this Flynn handling prorran we find that it v** 
revised on 20 August II. This revision basically 
revolved around t*e fact that the Far complaint 
filed on Flynn would be the entire resolution of 
him and that with this he would b* off the cases 
around the country. This program, however, 
failed to mention that there would be some tine 
prior to this involved ever aft*r the comnlaint 
was filed *C2n days in which Flynn bad to answer 
thy cornnlaint)• This program basically dropped 
everything to the point of t^e irreducible minimum 
of actions (from the senior strategy on dnnap.es) 
and had the bar complaint handling •verythire. 
Additionally within the program there were handline 
targets on the header's Plnest , ate. T v e progrmne 
was done by PC L ITS and PFS US. 


0*<TTTFP FTPATFCY 

PC L US 
PFS UF 

ALTFPFP T %, pneTAVrv 

pc L US 
PKS US 
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APPFP INAPPLICABLE PATA 


pfs 1155 

PC L PS 


Looking into how tht strategy Hid dronn^d to 
tht irreducible minimum revolving around the 
Per'corneltint whit comes to light is the actions 
of the Evtrfluh w !ssion. Vhat occurred on t u 1s 
nission vis thit the original **\s didn't Bitch 
the existing seme «nd instead of recalling 
the nission, the nission ons Vert on nushlng 
for the sane rroduct on Silvern. Khat the 
Everflish u !ssion I/C did as a solution to 
this was to dron his nissionaire hat and put 
on his CAL hat in the field and- starts mocking 
un and inn 1 ement 1 ng new strategv"to get Flvnn". 
This is based solev on his inability to set 
his original li o% done. To do this he requests 
a "stratify" solution fron the attv which 
includes t^e Bar conrlaint and the u ass AC 
filing, ate. Pnca this decision was Bade 
and OKed hr Fverflash M sn I/C, the attv 
who had originated this plan went on leave 
for 2 weeks and turned over his hat to his 
partner (Certntr) who was ill-briefed by 
Sllvtrglate. Certner vent ahead wit* the 
preparations on the Bar comnlaint, but 
nrocrastinated on its filing as she wanted 
Silverglate*s review of it and based on the 
fact that her intelligence perception was 
that Judge Uarrity was going to cone down 
with a good 1st Amendment ruling shortly in 
the LV5 suit. Kbit occurred at PS level 
was that once the data was on hand that 
Flynn would he completely handled with the 
Bar complaint (faulty with add^d tine), all 
executive attention vent on the filing of 
t K t Bar complaint and the nossibillty that 
Carrlty would rule (faulty). This has 
introverted PI, PP, Legal and Command 
into an area they cannot directly effect 
and forces them into a time frame dictated 
hr the Bar and tht court and has taken 
the attention off the rest of the strategy. 


ptonc TAPcrr 


KVRFL5II V SN OPS (TPS) 


fP'ITTTP FYALPATION 


nvrnrisi! v, sn ops (prs) 


ALTFPF.P SFOPHNCT 


EVF*n.sn r sn nrs (rrs) 

F.'T°FLSl f I/C (CAL) 


KPONT. SnilPfF 


HVrT»FLSII >'SN I/C (CAL) 
A TTY STLVFPCT.ATF 


m’ITTFP ATTY 


FVF^Fl.SII %,<: V I/C (CAT.) 
ATTY SIL'TPCLATT 
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FALSEHOOD 


I - 


ATTY C ,fBTNFR 


VPHNC SOTIPCF 


ATTY fTFPTNEF 


INCPP3F.CTLY INTLPPFP AQE*?ATFP 
STABLE PA TIP* (P.AP ffT^PLAINT^ 


cm^vn 
BL PS 
?n PS 
I.F^AL PS 

FYF.PFI.SH "SV I/f 
A 2B '•** r/c 
ATTY ^F^TVFP 
ATTY SILVFPOI.Air 


')un* OfT-POTVTF! 


P*itteds followed by incorrectly included. 


AP"T* KirY: 


Previous on-source strut planning has h*«n degraded 
down to the irreducible ninimura "one shot solution" 
(Bar co*rlaint on Flynn) which is itself based on 
faulty data that it would handle totally. 


ethics mty: 


Veglifence of dutv. 


T-HO! 


PFS PS 


I PEAL SCFKT: VS GO cila, confident ind effective in ill 


Bureaux handling the danapes scene and operitinc 
off of on-source strategy Harmed W su«erb 
intelligence which enable* the damages scene 
to be turned around. 


l'Amiyn: 

resources: Brilliant senior advices that form the huh of 

Ol'P STPATECY. 


The ttcb of correction. 

Mission tech. 

An Action Bureau 

Civil Fights atty and strategian Pannv Sbe-han, 
after clean un of our mat nis• handl ing? of hH. 

The "AC Units. 

A lf anagrsent Bureau 

BI Rsn. 
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- t trilntd ?? i j on* i re. 


M t’5 nc 


.VmH : Considerable. 

Pa»»«» i 1 f t 1 *s : Fxcelltnt in tern? of handling Flvnn *nd 

damages conap i rators based on pood strategy, 
resources and plenty of ib«>o. 

Fright Idea: Fully implement and action all aspect* of 

our extint strategy and -include in this 
t "*Tuefsrnaut** civil rights sutt filed 
in the sire court as the LVF suit which 
becomes tht maior vehicle to pet complete 
restraint on Flynn. 

t’s* rntell to find Ml" f 5 behind rivnn. 

I f a* FMTX PP to handle rivnn as a 
Flack Propagandist - survey to find 
out vhit he is (eg. extortionist) and 
never again refer to Mw as ar. attv 
onlv as a ___ • reclassify him. 


PI an: 


1. Fire a PP mission, fully briefed on all FT, Legal data 
to follow up on the criminal comnlaints v# have riade 
and v^ich have not been actioned. 7b* mission will po 
up the ore board in each of the agencies if ther* is 
no cooperation. Additionally, the mission will pick 
out xrd pet the message and details of the comHairt 
to 2 new "uKUc? (*g. n T.s and proims t v at would find 
thr ictlnrs of -PIynr/Coorer repugnant) and g*t these 
rtiMics to hrinr pressure on the agencies if thev 
don't act end flank the* if they Ho. The mission 
will v r1nc the local PP of the area with t w em and 
will $5* hin/her to follow t*e whole thinr through 
and emand unon it. 

2. In t w e cas* of any government*1 refusal to coo^erat- 
on t w e denials nr where we know t w fv ar* withholding, 
tht mission alerts Legal r$ who then follows this up 
with rr»T actions. 

3. lf FC g*ts attv Panny Fheehan bach on the 11 pm and cleaned u**. 
flat Si* to attend the attY conference in LA rext v*«»*rd 

and fully lay out the scene to hio. tn 

coordinate with the other attvs, pet an und*retard 1ng 
of the current scene and any of the Hyrn docs 
and overt acts and pet hin to cone u« with the iH•a 1 
legal solution and vehicle ro Flvnn and his conspiracy, 
esrecially in nr. re want restraint. 

4. 5ir*T*nrt the M Af" missions cutting all p ev*T off their 
11r.es and yet t w em flat out on handling nil the Hvrn 
*•«! cas*s and ooirts of vulnerability. Fvaluate all 

Fullv exploit all avenues available for restraint 
on Flvnn and the other corsnirctors. 

5. 'let P? actions, investigations and ob« on Flvnn vbich 
take Mm out from a completely independent line. 

rr*t a damages snecial bank don* at B T V* which finds 
out rvn is behind Flynn and follows tHs down for 

further action. ‘ ( , r. 

FYWIPIT O PAf2P^_J 

7. % Mf t? e«t Flvnn prosecuted as a criminal using anv ““ 

fib 
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a nr available resource (eg. Siivim, data fr or 

Mm act 1 nr falsely ** * governmental ag-nt, etc) - don't 

rely on the har complaint *5 t u e isolated handling. 

t. F.xrand t k e* restraint actions on Flvnn to th* ot^fr 
conjpiratnrs, especially Cooper and those in Ctf, 

?. Follow through in all arenas to complete PCVFF! 

10. Handle the tlto* o£ the real with ethics. 

P?nrpi»«? 


0. legal CIC, JT CTC and Vission Trers out together a hriefinr 
pad* on all ar^ncies and terminals t w e mission vill he 
contacting. vhat has 1-een done before, who the terminal 
Is. vhat his Huttons are, vhat FT data ve have on them 
and the *c*ncv *tc. This is compiled and the rissionaires 
are hritfed on t u ese and tihe this data vitb th«m on th» 
mission. 

'*SN POF.PS 

lfcal i*5 rjc 
nr U5 rir 


0^. ^et successful pissionaires selected for this 
Possibly ^rtie ' f *ren and Heher Jertx (from the 
mission for tMs as ve vant oaxipum impact and 
he able to turn over their actions and hat t w e 
Art P*s* 


mission. 
rv r f < to 
them to 

area 


nc vs 


1. In liaison, Action Aide and PC r? PS write a set of 
Action to handle the inactivity on the criminal 
complaints and governmental denials and ret the 
products of a) active investip.atIons on conspirators 
and h) fov^rrmental responses or no responses that car 
bp used. These l,n s nust Include the following elements 
(If 2 missions nteded ther do 2): 

a) Tortact vit w the following in criminal complaints: 

• M ass AC to nush t v e Poston Flvnn crimiral connlairt 

• Justice nepsrtment in PC on the Coorer criminal 
copnlaint 

• Justice OepsrtPtnt ip PC on the Christo criminal 
commlaint 

• A 1*5A in Portland on the Oristo criminal co»~leint 

• Justice Pepartment in PC for criminal coorlaint 
oir Htatherton and Cicero 

I*S in PC on Cohen . 

b) Contact with the following on governmental denials: 

• IP* 

• FBI 

• Atty C#n or Governor in Florida in re Pussell's actions 

• PC\T 

- %# Iss AC 

• At tv Can • Portland 


c) obtaining of action on the above in a) and h) or 
br-oassinf up the org hoard til von g*t satisfaction. 

(S*otifv Legal to file FCI reouests in such areas 
• of resistance.) 

( C f'l fXHIRIT PAGE 10 
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d) T^e isolation of 2 other n*v publics in etch area 
(ibovt) to whoa tFe issue is taken end vho will h- 
outraeed with it and do sopethinn about it (ie. u tYt 
an event out of it - ejr. ttkr the Cooner videos 

and ti"«s to the Bantists in C* and t w e M oral 
v, aioritv in HC f take the Flynn denrogramrinc comHiint 
to the ethics professors at Harvard and hove then • 1'* 
• sta tement, utilize appropriate CLs who would be 
outraged hv this and get then to no to the media 
and use their lines and try the issue in the press 
if the criminal investigatory atencies don't act 
and flank the* anprorriately if tbev do.) 

e) Hove-tail these l, Cs with the CV Turnaround '*Os. 

O'Pattern the v «c* off of the successful "Cs that 
were done to flank the Christo appeal t possibly 
using the save personnel and others. 

f) ! f ive the pissionaires take the area AO P"s with them 
and SS8 the* on their actions and leave then with 

a set of actions to get done to discover nev PUBLIC? 
and Cf.s when the pission leaves and arrange that it 
is a continuing action and new publics are b*ing 
reached with HP? message, while the investigatory 

bodies have the h*at nut on them end are being 
flanked by public sunnort. 

ACTION AlPr 

DO PP V? 

1. Oet additional crininal coapltints and nev publics 
reached on these issues in other on* around the 
country. 

no pp trs 

3* Tee* a tight info line in with M AC I/C, PO PP It? f 
no I us. no L I’S, PE* r* and nr. PS for anvthing that 
cores up fror the njssion(s) outlined in *1 above so 
that actions cm be followed up on at a u? 1 s v • 1 and 
Flynn can be tried as impersonating a government official 
alone with Ms cronies or IP II can he beefed un with 
the evidence of governmental involvement. 

*!5y opf 


*. FHf requests filed in til governmental ae*ecies 

where we susnect governmental involveP*nt with these 
civil conspirators and pet this to M AC I/r for in¬ 
clusion in thr IP IT suit. 


no L t'F 


5. Fxploit in t k e nroper formtimand vehicle all flndinps 
and evidences r rw the mission(s) and from other 
sources, (eg. results of FHT reouests, criminal 
actions on Flvnn impersonating a government agent, 

IP IT exnension, etc.). 

vac i/r 


A. IFFP CAL %f • W AC1 Fvaluate all maior cas*s, police 
Pev-t, copplete cvcles of actions and pet wins. 

'•AC i/C 

Pir I l 0 EXHIBIT 


7. Fxnloit ill weak Flynn-re 1 ated cases via discoverv 
actions, tie him u~ and get him raaior losses on the 
record (ie. in Thieves, Ftiffler, Battista, Smith, 
r asc w e1 , etc.). 


p.An c " I 


>'»r » tr 


198 
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I. Explore and activate til possibi1ities f or restraint on 

Flrnn and his co-cons«irators (Logan, Pussell, et il). 
using tnr legal vehicle. (The Idea being to fft 
s imil ttreous restraint on bin fro* all possible Quarters.) 


"AC I/C 


?. ^et n annv £*p«han invited to and closed on cowing to 
the attv briefing next weekend (corirp a d*v ahead of 
tire • us? Artie "artn ts a resource as* needed but 
t-»t hi* out here). 


vac i/r 

CnWENTiny I/C 


10. Clean Ha* up when he arrives on any broken egr*«*nents . 
financial k^trayals, RPC. etc. Hrief Mn separately 
on t*e current seen? (using Artie if available) and 
Mre bin as our civil rights counter-suit expert. 

IFFP ALL AftPEPTSTS KTT1! HIM and make a working 
arrangement with him exactly ner t w e senior 
advices. 


VAC I/C 
MAC »3 

11. Using the convention, the data on Flynn's conspiracy 
and the documents, the overt act* committed in Clearwater 
in furtherance of that conspiracy and the feedback from 
the ot w *r attvs (!e. IP II attys, Silyerglate, etc) 
tire F v eehan the problem that ve want to have 
solved which is full restraint on Flynn and his 
co-consrirators (especially Logan, Funch, Pussell, 
Caxares, etc) which takes the for* of a counter-suit 
filed in the sap? court as the LV5 suit and Rets 
its product. 

MAC I/C 


12. KHTF - "TTAL: Fhould this additional suit he a burden, 
|et another "AC unit set up soielv for this action with 
s nev, batted resource there so there is po further 
burden on the "AC lines, but run this as a nriority. 


"AC I/C 


13. Cet this counter-suit tborourhly prepared, conpletalv 
documented, bmtnlly reviewed and irpeccxhiv filed. i f 5 ? 
it for maximum restraint on Flyrn and the consnirators. 
(Should Sllvana not have come out on the record prior to 
this time, have Carhart notified that she will be a 
party to this suit with other plaintiffs and if he 
doesn't want this to occur then he had hotter move with 
her to cet her off LVS and then onto th? record - then 
use ?M* dats in t v e suit and any other criminal arena 
as applicable.) 

"AC I/C 


14. Cat Sllvana set down for depo and actually deroed • 
fu1ly utilite the data in civil and criminal actions 
on Flynn. 


I o 


MAC I/C 


r 


rvui n it 


□ a re 
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IS. C«t Pose, the female itrr vho his PA'TO Hoes ind 

others vho ^nov of tht FA'*CP docs existence or hive 
them set dovn for dtpos in any applicable lecal ctse. 

%f AC I/C 


16. Continue flit out on all loose ends on th« nrospecttu 
inrest if itions and set these vrmred ur, ideally vit w 
the rrospeems in hind or m addidivit fron the PI In 
this repard. 


NFP5? PI n PF 


17. Pull ill loose ends on the rersont1 investiration of 
Flynn, finding his Otj , the influence of Ms vife, 
vbat he actuilly did es an IP5 attv, who h- worked 
vith, etc. 


NEt'S PI nps 


IS. C*t effective md secure ohs rrorosed and *xecuteH 
on Flvnn person 1 ly. v i th his froun, with his PLs , 
his vlfp, his IP, etc. Continue oh* on Clark. 

NFPS HI OPS 


1?. C # t Flynn hooaLed from e completely separate line than 
•ny of the above. 


SFVS *T ope 


20. Fstahlish and eiintain a prediction line on hin for 
knovl^dp* of Ms criminal ictions and feedback. 

NETTS PI npc 


21. Cef a special hank done on the entire damac*s ires 
vhich finds the vho and the lines behind riven. 

IVFO CIC 


22. 5urrev and find the real M classification" for Flvnn 
(ef. "extortionist") and see that he is onlv r*- 
ferred to as this and never an "attv" *r*in. 

pr pp pc 


23. Obtain full restraint on Flvnn in all arenas - FT. 
PP and I.ff al . 


PC pc 

ALL CnvCJ!°VFn 


EXHIBIT P‘G 
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24. Cet tha results of th# srecial bank followed ur on 
and handlings done. 


PC I M«T *, . 

,1 : 

2S. P5 tit thts* actions to connlete don-s and debur ns 
necessary on a prioritv basis, Ot it thrmi|*H to 

HP.*.' * '• 


PC US 


26. fiat tht K7?fls of tMs aval handled for th*ir ner- 
lJatnct on nrontr ethics gradient for • ach. 

pc sh t»s? 

OC E5T" 


pv^Li'iinr TArcrTS: 


FYALI'ATOP 
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CLERICS OFFICE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
WASHINGTON, D.C., 20001 


I, hereby certify that tha attached are acores 
of the Exhibits used in tha case of UNTIES STATES 
CP AWHCX vs {*kF0f SUE HUBBARD, at al. , Criminal 
Casa Nurber 78—401, and retained in cxir office. 


JAWS F. DAVEf, Cleric 
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0 FER17 ICH 7H2AXBUT 


1 April 1976 


hjljo? riRcrr i 

To gat ?.0 Incarcerated in a aexrtal institution ozr Jail, or 
&t least to hit her so hard that shs drops her attacks. 

PHZXART ?AB0rT3 l 

U3 B1 YJ 3X0 working la liaison with OPS HAf.^vajL^-a? • 

To rtttott PO fron-hsr position of* Povsr so that- shs^anaot attack 
the ths 0 or S. 

u£ 

U3 31 3X0 Taking rtsponsibllity for ths arts working la liaison 
with OPS HAT. 

.i 

Opt HAT rssponslbls for ths ortrall planning of this project,^ , ^ 


working In liaison with HX STCw^» 


ilng of this 

<A- (lu—liLiTTrA 


r? 


i*"* ”—r ~— —t o 

OPS HAT rssponslbls for any debugging of this project, necessary. 

IX SSO and AC I HT organization ops rat lng uj i rx 9*'—* P**? 

r(T* J ****** 

7IT1L TIBGXTS f 

) To rtcxui^an PSH that looks Ilka PO and to train her on this 
action* 

2) To recruit an obssrratlon PSX to naks a telephone call* Ho 

special rsqulrsasnts nscsssary except escuriety /\6I,N ,V ^- 

3) To get "Pin Ball* ?SXt or T.X. 7SX to get faalliar vith ?0 
to find out sobs of her plothee ahs wears particularly vnat . 
sort of ooat she usually wears and-her general .looks, hair ito* 

Also abort 7SM or PSHavlll hare to aeet vith PO when tha OP goes 

\ dovn— Tf* r'T'} A.jpjti't. O^. fiC'i- c ion—t p r6 -~hW. 

l^. poJV*'- 4 " _ • • 1 

4) To g,v a cli«»T» coat that la Tary alallar to PO’a. ' I N ’^- 

To • »»o«r»tia vhat ?0. look, Ilia nov, hair atraalcad 7'fftlH 
TklnnsyT etc. 1^*3 • 

6) To-locate a laundry/ npar PC's plac^e^and^^ naks sura shs 


Isn't taovn there*— C^i 


p, ^ 


7) To find out vhat PO Is wearing ths day of ths this aotloa. 
And vhat her hair Is Ilka* l 

8) To bars seasons aTaillbls to steal out PO vhen she leaves 
her plaos ths da* of -ths caper, to ascertain when she loaves, 
what ahs 1 s wearing etc* 


11422 



6 ~ ^ 


'lo? 


-XHIBiT. 


PAHF 













- 2 — 


71T>.L ?A RGET3 . corrt . 


OP FRE1K0UT 


9) Securiety is I2f on this project and "Reed to know'* i* 
enforced hearlly. The ohly oat vho needa-to know what happening 
la the "PC - 7SH ard the only has to know bar part. 

10) To hart a sat of sacond hand clothes and a proper vig, ( data) 
on vhat to buy obtained froa 7SH In Y.T # 3 ) *o that vhen tha caper 
^oas dovn, PC 7SH can instantly get into tha proper color or 

style of clothaa-or as does as possible. fa 6 l rvi*^. 

11) To-train all* 7SHs thoroughly on tach one T s•actipns; and tha 

timing and coordination of each of thaae actlonsT"^^—•. £ | H-'-J • 

12) To insure that tha chosen laundry is open during tha day of 

the caper. ft C l • 

13) Obtain all-the necessary cTdtkas/' 31ua‘ Jeans etc that vould"" 

* b a necessary for tha fast change. ^ v fa (> \ rR-M 

14) Obtain Yig that look* like .PC* eo thaf PC 7SX can veer it 







7 


r 


EXHIBIT 


V_J — 









OP 7SE1X0U' 


orauTntG targets : 

CHAXwrL l : 

1) Telephone cmll ?a to ascertain if she Is hone alone. She 
auat be hone alone* 


im? 

2) When she haa been found alone 9 telephone ( duVlng.the work 
*eek ) 2 Irab Coneuletee in HTO f fron telephone booth nearest: 

PC's piece* Talaphoner should be e girl that sounds like PC 
and the cell should be faet 9 to the polnt 9 and laplnge . It should 
go ee follovex fro® e totally trusted non staff neaber * 

' 9 I Just otat back fron Israel ( pronounces the wmp it is pronounced 
la Israel } I'rt seen vhat you fheking barterdi do. it least yours 
not going to kill ay eirter* I can get avmy vith anything. I'a 
going to boab you bastards* Say something in Jevish/svear or 
suable something Jewish. 


ig ; yi 


CHlKlfEL 2 : 

1) Obtain a copy od Vritsr's DIGEST - * writer's aaglzine - 
( if not ava 111ble get any writer's aaglzine. ) person who 
obtains this aaglzine should be disguized in some way and 
not traoslbla back to the org. Dont ' order the aag. by mail. 

One should easily be found on the newertands or in ’'back 
isiun 4 stores* 

isrm 

2) Obtain the latest promo of the T.H. ( traneidental aeiitation) 
that PC la going to 9 aaae eeourlety as abort. 

-Z7TT7- 

3) Cut out^lettere^from both of the abort publioations* Include 
"CAPITOLS"* Arrange the letters 9 parted, on a clean pleoe of 
paper ( not *°rg paper ) If there is a blank page or nearly blank 
page in the writers aagizlna* use it 9 crossing out in bellpolnt 
anything vrlttan on the pegs* Paste or glut the lattars so that 
they say tha following: 

t 

"HI of^ you are dlstroying Iereal* Tou're Just like theaz *T 
• irter* llTed you baeterds. I vie there - I saw the wonderful 
people*, Hobody can touch me* Ingoing to kill you barterds 
I am going to boab you* Ilsaingger is a traitor.I'll bomb bin 
to* It aakas me rer7 sick. I oust meditate. Tou era spying on 
me ertn in Iereal* Tour day vlll coot soon. I'll expose you ‘ 
and boab you*" 


/ 


lxhidit 


o * 















0? 7R2JLK0U' 


JPTTUT’iyC ?ASGg73 cdnt* 


3) cont. 


to.l^ rtrr and type 
Theiation that la : 


oT tne^ 

0 it "Capitols 


on tha 


N¥ 

out tha na bi of tha Consulate 
more anti Iartal (attaching it) 

•nralopa. 


and address 
. (Ho prtnts) 


X) Place "latter" Into tha envelope,eeal, and/sxeiL'froa the @0. 
sail box nearest to PC 4 * plaoe* . 


DfSTTM SX0URH77 / HO PRIHTI on lany letters, envelops, or paper, 
or stamp* 

IHSTOR no paper froa XG OffIns or Org la used. 

Satire action should ba done out of tha Org. 

KZXD TO DJOY strongly lnforcsd* PS, Comaunlcater Legal should not 
know. Max should do this entire action* 

If la doubt about "did ay prints get on anything" throw everything 
away and start frish. 


CHAKVTL 1 : 

1} T SM In 77 # 3 talephones and aakes a deflnata appolntaaot 
with PC. Sonatina whan tha laundry ( In 7? # 12 ) Is open* 

The place should ba a reetxuent or bar/ one of tha purposes 
of this action Is also to gat PO drunk. 

XG 1 al 


2 ) PSH above ^eHe* seats with PC*. 


3) Steakout PSX ( see 77 /8 ) communicatee with Case Officer and 
PC Double 7SH ( see 77 # 1 ) and alert the foraer vhat PC has on, 
how bar hair la arranged, does she have her usual ooat on etc. 


izrm 

A) "PC PSH" changes to the closest clothes they have, natchlng PCs. 

If PC haa on Blue Jeans/ change to Blue Jeans* If PC has on her 
usual coat put that on*( sea 77/3 and X ) Vhat ever PO usually 
wears ( a favorite sweater ato) a yellow drees, blue, green etc. 
sneakers, a yefclow scares' ato should be had by PC 7SH ready to change 
Into* In mother words several d iff l rent out-fits should have bean 
obtained by PC 7SH, to that when the caper goes down, she can 
Immediately change into the color or type of outfit that PC hae on. 

Prom the observation of the rteakout PSX to the change of 


EXHIBIT 
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OP PRZJtKOU' 


?C TSi‘* clothae, only 3 ainutaa «hould have gone by. If ?0 
lit u§ fay hai her hair up, PSM put* bar !, balr Up" very fare 
It doesn't hari to bi a good Job/ Jurt so it ‘ a "up". 


i£ X )\ l 

3) ?C PSM got a immediately into tha laundry and does tbs following 
captr. (wearing runglaaaes) This is dona immediately, ao that 
PH could bar# dona it on har vay to aaat the PaCar’PSHa Tor 
drinks* • 

( Pattar/ PC PSM goes into laundry^ lets rery confused* Sayi 
"I*a ?.C. Do I bars any clothaa hartl Clark aaya no PSH demands 
dark checks. Clark comas back* Says no again* PSM loriani 
Tou‘r» crary, my naxaa is PC, check again! When clerk *aya'no 
or vbatarar ha does, PSM goaa PTS 3/ Tou're one of them! I'll 
kill you* Tou'ra a dirty Irab* Tou fucking bastards* lUbomb 
pou. I'll bomb tha drabs. I'll bomb tha preaidant* I'll kill 
that traitor Ilaaingnar. Tou'ra all against ae. " 

If an Item of PC'i clothing vat obtained at TM. PSM leaves this 
on tha counter or dropn it on tha floor. 


T5JT 


5) PC PSM leaves laundry lnaadiataly, turns tha corner and gata 
Into "pick up" car. Takas off "PC's coat" Vlg or whatever.Cha ngaa 
bar looks faat. 


?9 

/c ^ 1 

7) Haan while,lamed1st sly after PC PSM leaves* laundry, observation 
PSM ( saa V? # 2 ) asks laundry dark if they do Suade cleaning a ad 
also eaya. Boy was aba craxyi raal casually says I think you should 
call tha polica with all thaaa- cuts threatening to kill tha praeident 
PSM laavaa* PSM ahould ba disguised and not work on staff. 


PSM 

8) PSM calls from a phons about 5 blocka away, tha P3I and* saya 
that ahe/he doesn't want to gat Involved and doesn't want to 
give her/his name but soma nut girl In (tha name of laundry) 

Just want ormry and thrantensd to bomb ths plaos and kill the* 
praaidant. VIth all thaaa mitt running around I thought you should 
knov. Tha guy In tha laundry heard har too." S1HGS UP* and leaves 
immediately and gats out of thars* This call/ tha PSH't voice 
ahould ba disguised* ill theta typa calls are taparaoordad.(PSM 
ihould not ba told th’is;Jurfc to disguise har voioa. 

FsR 




EXHIBIT_1 

6 - /- ^c_ 












OP 7HZ1I0U' 
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PRODUCTION TARGETS: 

CHANNEL 1: Should be done with la 2 daye of receiving thif project. 

CHANNEL 2; Should be. done the day after the above chaanel la done, 

CHANNEL V . Should b# dona within 1 veefc after the above channel 

i m. dont. f and vh«n oth*r cih in iddo IntitOt with ?0 ) 



Love 9 


Pucfc 


EXHIBIT 


6 -/' ^c. 
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'0 


Additional channel f on Op Prtakout* ( Lovely 


1) Vhen TM or Pin Ball PSH meets with Lovely, they get drunk! 
Another FSM Dale, has 4 funny typed out Joke. One of theae 
full page aexy Jokes. It haa a plain while cover on it - a 
plain typewriter sheet. PSH hae 2 coplee of this. He shove 

ne copy all.*, around the bar, obrioualy ao that, lovely and 
5M can see him doing it. The* d runic enly cooes over to PSH* 0 
table and vip* out " Joke" to «how PSH. 3oth PSJC'end. "drunk" 
are careful not to touch plain sheet! The 2 sheets are folded 
ai If to be sailed. When drunk picks up Joke again, he vhipa 
It up by ite comer and puts it in hla long open wallet or 
puts it In hLa hat that ha should ba wearing for that purpose, 
if the hat ie uaed, "drunk" goes into tha bathrooa and carefully 
puta " Joke * into hia wallet. DrunJc it always acting the fool. 

DrunJc leaves* __ 

PSHe 

2) DrunJc takes sheet with Lovely 1 e prints to AG I being sure 
to get no prints on it. 

Dnnuc fSH 


3) Write the following letter on a library typewriter and address 
the envelop*, to Kissinger in Wash* DC on the sane typewriter, 
(obaolutely no PRIHTS.) 


Tou ire a traitor to your ptopleTOU BASILED. I'vv been there 
and seen vfcat 7 ou have done* You're OHS OP then* I'M GOTHg To 
KILL you I'M going to 30Mb YOG* I hare connect ion.HObody 
Oa n touch He. Tou errs ar German Pig* You Should be in THe 
Concentration CAMPs. 1 Peel So HI Because OP TOU And 
YOu GodDaa PIGa. ToU Die s 00n* It IS a Phalic STMbol. I 
Thin* TrAnaPemnCe• LPidue The BOMB la S ET TO gO* KT 31rter 
ISRX A L* ThXy Are Responsible • They Persecute He i IV ILL 
Lill THea AHD YOU. TOU am All Aga Inst M3. TJJ — 


The above letter should be typed 
in # 1 . 

M Hail the above, Iron the Kail 


onto the blank sheet obtained 

ig ’ nr " 

Box nearest Lovers place. 


AGTjT 



v AG x 

*JX 



Uaitad Stalls District Court 
fur the District 0 ( Columbia 
A TRUE COPY 


1AM ES F. DAVEY. OIBK 
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PARCV. 














0 ? PP2JUCOCT 


CJUtnrS 

1) Do not toll "Pin 3all"?SH or TH ?SM about this 0?, but 
tl«rt thta to immediately report any thing PC tells them. 
Hart them try to speed up their reletioaship with PQ. for 

ad on this op. (cle rerly) 



CHANNEL 5 : 

1) Wait 10 daye after the coapletion of CHANNEL 3. If nothing 
hee eccured from feedback, on PC. Then hare the following 
action done: 

? ,, e>r"ri-rs , C s ^^ 

7 SH female diaruited voice, calls the Arab* Consulate and asks 
for the Prees ^attache". Calk through a piece of thin paper 
covering the mouth of the phone. This will be taperecordad 
but don't tell ?SX on this. PSX says crying to Attache: 

I Just want to tell you there is someone a writer by the 
name of ?C V who recently came bad from Isreal. She worts 
Xsrtal Intelligence. She's also insane. She was in a Concentration 
Camp in Nata Genaanr. She' > been teeing Psychiatrist for years. 






7' x3 - 












I 


I 



22 : P.C Op Freakout 


Dttr Dick, 

SITUATIOy : Copper it still not terminately handled. 

DAT1 ; Coopsr is getting har pover back, attacking again. 

Attached la approrsd Op Freakout. This additional channel. 
Should really hart har put away. Vorked with all the other 
Channels. 

Ths FBI already think she really did do the bomb threats on 
the C ok 3» 


SOLUTION» 01 this additional Channel. 
This is or_ 

Ipprorsd ^N r.i ^ 


b£> 


i 


<yj^ 

OJUO*L’ 


Disapproved 


"(\L 

andyVJ 


Lot 
R 






cTXhipit ft*-/ 

P ~ /* c. 
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NAT 3D 
KAT S 

DC I 

373TTT 



T 

5 X22JL 1976 


cs-v 

HZx PC Operation 

Dear Dick t 

SITUATION r PC hisn't btm handled. 

DATA: ?q is attacking Bata and prob 

attacking actions* 

PC hat been arrested before Tor. 3onb threats against the 0 of S« 

We re info re• this background and get her committed. 

SOLUTION: lapliaent this Operation Preakout. 



& 

tils is o r \>—, 




S’: - M-*- 


U \ f/l „ 
r\JSL r\ 


Approred 


Dieapprored 


‘wuu ?~r 

f9%c > ti tLr o£^ ^ ^ ** 

' Am w, 

T3£i l^Tfi -^*y • 


s>- 



a~< kr^rruu. 

ur&-<£ cM* 




"7 

L. -^TZ-e^ 1 . 


7U_ ^ J*“ 


aJs^X 
(&&**>- • 




‘o^U-#-eA> sM*-*-*^ 
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CONFIDENTS w 

ATTORNEY.. - CLIENT 


w 


PRIVILEGED 


b JUiic / ‘j . 


Thu Uoouiriuli dult ^Nuluuiiuu 


Policy: Evaluate xsltuatluiia before planning actions -mu 

handling. 

Investigate and thoroughly prepare- all la gal actlona oeioxx. 

acting. 

Thoroughly prepare legal notions; win a uTe pro port lonua ; u 
preparations. 

SITUATION : Suit league, ugaiuai C. 01 b. fur 500 wx-liua uy 
a Goodrich of San tfrancisco, Including a Class Action. 

DATA : A preliminary and u lurthur uurfacu study ui uinc 
ouflQ reveals long strings oi omitted data and omitted prupuxu- 

tiona. 

An evaluation wa* omitted, one that is aorrectly aouu. 

The advices by Intelligence show gross omissions, even the 
normal data surveys of individuals Involved. 

Thu plaintiff, his uudorts aau attorneys ore omitted- totally 
as targets in the legal planning. 

A wrung target exists i*e Cooke. This is also dropped out Ciuie. 
Vothing that can be done to boohs now will help THIS suit. 

1 to 4 of ltr 4 June 73 apply with realism to TOTUR2 suits out 
would have little bearing on this suit. 

The attorney planning, while excellent in itself, is not, how¬ 
ever adjusted to THIS suit and applies to any such juit. 

Omitted ore compromising actionu that would cause tac cult to 
be thrown out suoh aq conspiracy , government instigation ouu 
other fuotors. And these are omitted because routine inteili- 
genoe is omitted and because an evaluation has been omittud. 

A gross planning error exists. It is assumed that the opposing 
side is laying a groundwork to govt destruction of Sen, :hc- 
exaot steps or how this COULD be done are laid out.There is 
no Taotual evidence that this situation really exists, only 
that the plain tiff may hope it oould exist. The exact error 
is f as a General, assuming (out of one's own specific knowledge) 
that tmi eni/wy will make certain upltmiidly plannod *:*.*jp. 

>17’ Irv.d nl* .. ..-v.lv.iaiw yi*.. , n . .di*a tac. .‘..-‘m; «'• 

•ikvt U»uv laiuw.Luur. aid may very .vox. .r**t ^ntireiy j.i uvu.: 
curiigu iu miuu. L'iiwu co place .-.vii w.Aut uefouae so <-o ^epci 
that hypothetical attack but not soliuly meet the uxiutint 
.iwcJc oan luia to *. vsre defeat. j«/uppod out timu, v/rong 

-JCrv(U(j|lCc # WxX»hg CUTgUW. 

Omitted is a bright idea that will ’indo all this and this again 
is omitted bouauae of very littlo (omitted) normal intelligence 
like credit roports, familiul relationships, past criminal 
records, involvement with earlier fraudulent suits, possible 
disbarments, sources of data, sources of finanoo. 



EXHIBIT 


* PAGE^ 











emitted by the plaintiff ax® aotual plaintiffs '*lf any• 
7«X«« data ia round in the early and scanty intelligence 
reports; it la alleged govt agencies are invfdll ory 
including foreign governments; yet as to agtnoiea,“nobouy 
hji b answered yet 0 from these agenoiea. 


V 


■Somebody very big 0 la back of all thia BUT their ouxt la 
badly prepared by legal estimation and full of^tachnicai 
faults. Theae are oonflicting faota aa a “very big* woula 

not be pushing a faulty filing or allowing one... 

* *' ** • 

Chitted are any transcripts of S? org members or thcuu iu 
other orgs who might have had to deal with Goodrich. 

file* A. la excellently auiamarlaed. By the evidence to hand 
it is not being fully ueed, as it oontaina data-in Itself 
which would successfully terminate thia auit£on£its merits 
and when veil examined and USED removes dangorjffrom any 
actual trial aa the plaintiff severely injured^hia head 
many tlmea BEFORE prooeaalng and alao fell from^a motorcycle 
and hurt hla head in the e&rlieat period of r r prooeaaing. But 
more importantly he planned to deetroy Sen oxr<25*Auguot 69 
for whioh record and a wltneea exlat and yet refused refund 
and oontlnued on, thua proving his aole interear..was to 
t ’ ,vnr 3 “- 

ftrimlnlng the oomplalnt and the books quoted,^the outpoints 
are dropped out time and falae reporta, ofAVhiohvthe dropped 
time la alao falaified. 

The plaintiff signed two suocesa stories available in record. 

The wife Lois Goodrich ahowe extreme hoatilltyvand sovea in 
and out, back and forth, per Record A. She;jlafa'£ trifle 
doaineorlng, threatens with *Yederal Marshala^.'Tand ether 
officials and ia the source of thia deluaion£that*\ this is a 
very wide case in which the govta are intereated^* These 
ahov falae aa an outpoint type. 


iJhe plaintiff stayed around too long for theiec’^ion to have 
begun aa a plot by outside interests. IVriaTpWiouely a 
plot by him. He is PTS type III and haa bothYmother and 

wife trouble. 


la to feoelving treatment, the record ahowa'rthatThe o/vly 
cenotved a little Oianetica and h quiclc riaaa-‘ona-ihG ^rnuw,*.. 
dUt .iREHT HUi'i us* HIE TIME IN OilUb INVOLVED WITHCTRIIhL* TO 
HANDLE HIS DOMESTIC LIFE AND DID NOT IN ?ACT;RS0EIY2 ?ULL 
HANDLING. He would not atraighten himself ■. outtfeo' he oould 
be audited. Thia ia a point that can be made 

They refused refunda. 

4 W*3sa«.' 

There must have been tfAJYERS signed by both'lth eaej peopls, 
possibly aeveral times, that they were not;?engageci*-in any¬ 
thing but a religious activity. This ia omittedifrem the 
file and from planning. That they omit thiaVthough it must 
bo known to them ia a falsification. 


"XHIRIT. 


is 


9- "3 

PAGE^J. 
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la Actual Xaot all booxa uoed were 1950-51 find psycho¬ 
somatic healing has not been part or any oXXerlng per¬ 
mitted by the Church. 

Omitted ia tny defense for , not an officer'or director, 
materials only Tor & term oX good usage. 

.r^-TTvl • 

TalaiTied by the plaintiXX la the oorporute statue, these 
ohurohee being diXXerent oorvonxlona* The plaintiXX 
having taken.. aerrloe Xrom MIX organisations. 

Ottitted is . the ,;lsring Xaot that the plaintiXX; continuously 
engaged in several othir practices per Pile A and could not 
be sald.tOr'have auXXsred Xrom one any more. than*the other. 

< i ■ —jtSV 

The plaintiXX XalsiXled his Xirot white yoi-u,'-‘omitting the 
Xaot which later emerged, that he had been pronounced 
insane-(probable) ; and-incarcerated in an Institution (certain) 
at the age oX 7* and (probable) has been in', one ‘fat other times, 
which Xaot is unknown. .The plaintiXX was hypnotised 
apparently on several occasions long beXore coming to the 
Ohurcn. The Church does not hypnotise so his^oomplaint is 
raise. "SEBtaS**-. 


PlaintiXX said he waa crippled by an “axploaionln.raid brain 11 
und alleges hs oould not work but whan auapended^at.A3H0 
worksd Xor 7. months on a tanker. " . 

:. r :t y , 


These and othsr Xaots demonstrate that ons is y handling TWO 
situations in this case. Thus the-two separate devaluations 
follow. based on above outpoints. 

v . '--'OO .UimJATION HYXL G1 

Policy » ?ully evaluate all major situations 

SITUATION 01; The GO US is apprehensive about^the Goodrich 
suit and advocating measures which will not-completely handle 
with certainty, but which depend on tecnnical^legalCexpertise 
- whioh they nave and which they should employ.'*;ondXyhioh they 
are employing. " 

DATA i As.above. 

. ! r r • 

STA2S « T.ry’good legal ot*ta. • 

OUtWEre COITKT : Tho primary outpoint la omitted-'data. 

This outpoint occurs over and over and over ^andFappeoro in the 
fora oX unutilised (omitted from use) d at aas % wt 3JL^ 

These outpoints in, the. majority occur’in the.C^^^XMntslli- 

gence. 

WHY i'Intelligence'Bu. : head not providing auJXiQlentVinXormation 
even of a routine nature to permit legal tof£orm*aolld reassur¬ 
ing planning that will lead to an inevitahle*vin.^*'''- 





OJ'* : 



PAGE. 






SECOfGJUtX WHT i GU U3 ia miactilling 11 jSyllL tuition" auu iu 
doing brier orr the ourr 3 ITUATIOH-WHY-HANDLING writo 
upe which are not pure evaluation and do not uae outpoint 
couata or the Data Series in full, 

IDK1L SCZ2fB l U3. GO calm, oonTident and erreotive in all 3uu. 


HAlfnLDfG: 


A. 1. Continue the legal deienoe aa it ia proceeding 
u it ia technically sound in its legal 
atrategy ana, ooneidering that it ia lacking 
even elementary Intelligence data, la buying 
enough delay to remedy lacic oi proper data 
and evaluation. 

ehta r 


3 * 2 . 


0.. 3. 


0 . 


4. 


5. 


P. 6» 


Run out all ARC 3reaka, then w/ha or 
oQXlaeion and oommiaaion on the head or 
Intelligence. Handle any personal problemo 
that appear. Do this lnatantly. 


Do the anna for .any other Intelligence 
peraonnel. 


Promptly loolc over Intelligence and at 
once remedy any reaaon Tor their organi- 
oational troubles. 


Get exiating Int ctarr tint out at once 
on the Goodrich caac.Augment or handle 
persunnel/rinance aa needed so aa not to 
upeet any othrr operation. 

• 

Produce any rind all data needed for a 
complete, sound, winning derence. 


G, 7* Keep Legal oontinuoualy briered. 


SPEW— 

AUDITim. 


5*»F- 

AUDITOR. 


ezror— 

szhjs— 

OTTatTHtlAD 

lH , l' nr,Au 


ft* o* Metaod 4 anu review ni\ data re 

expertise in the Int 3u and aa written ror 

them eopocially. _ 

smsmiNi; 

omcri. 

. • \ 

!• 9. Send an aide Iron Flag to instruct- all US 

GO peraonnel on the Data Series. _ 



. ■ 
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00 SITUATION £YA1 G2 


Policy x Win & auc on ita merits. 

Daisy a ouo where the merits are indefinite or 
until tha Barits can bo firmly established* 

3ITUATIQH 2 A suit hss bean brought against the 0* of 3. 
and asTsral of Its principals by a Robert JSdmund Puthoff 
Ooodrloh In tho superior coart of California, County of 
San Pranolsoo for personal O damoges u and as a Class action, 
alleging "fraud" in bocks and advertising and seeding to 
blow up a common suit 'into an action far out of proporUu.uu 
to Its merits, but which constitutes.o damaging thing only 
If It is lost and makes a precedent. 

DATA i See earlier summary. 

STA X2 x 7ery.good stats legally to data. 

OUTPOIHTS : The very numerous outpoints all add up to false 
outpoints. Sven where omitted data occurs it is omitted ror 
the purpose of falsification. This type of outpoint is 
almost exclusive in the count exaept of course the wrong 
target of suing 0. of S. 

VHT 2 Ooodrloh and his bookers have entered upon a false 
project from false backgrounds, are falsifying testimony ana 
reoords in the greedy hope of getting some cash. 

SkCOKUAdf WHY 2 Urge being reasonable about PT3 and refund 
policy and the handling of payohotlos. 

TUBAL SCiafB : Case fully evaluated and the evaluation being 
preeaed home effectively with an eventual win and useful 
only to close up holes and hs example in PR, restrain 
further attacks. - 

HANDLING : 

Legal to keep the opposition on tho defensive 
J. 1« and to obtain needed time by means, now in use 


and as per current legal planning ao contained 
in 3 June 73 (d) Strategy, with this aingle 
exception : Use Discovery along legal lines by 
all means, but augment it with Pile A 2 June 
73 Time Track and insist upon obtaining from 
Int further data and utilise it. See G2-A. 


Attached 


US LrJrni. 


A. IX. Strategy for defensive actions. See G2-AA 




L. 2. If the case comes to a hearing or.trial, 


In addition to any other approach deemed 
by Legal to be effective, use G2-B 
attached. 


U7j uZAj A Lt 


EXHIOIT 
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M* 


H. 


0 . 


3 . Lead os Xeasible the plalntirr or his 

uooolatoo into untieing statements in awom 
deposition or under oath that can be shown 
to be raise, Develop auoh data from Int ana 
other records and lead them into asserting 
. a thing that can be proven Xaloe, then provo 
it raise and move for a ohsxge or perjury. 


1 . 


Work the case into a criminal type counter 
oharge by Whatever means. ___ 

UrT7£^T 


5* Counter aua on the baaia or C2-G or with 
. whatever othor means turn up so as to make 

an example. 


Uii i.r/CTTL 


P* 6 . 


Work out a means or defense of in this 
and utilise it, preferably to got an early 
removal rrom being a defendant. See G2-6. 


OTTHTaT 


Q. 7. Rapidly institute Steps 1 to 5 or the letter 

to M or 4 June 73 by 3. 

D/CTu'S - 

R. 3. Compose, with Legal assistance a disclaimer 
that does not invalidate the work but 
explains that the Churoh, while it is 
perfectly at liberty to do so, does not 
engage in psychosomatic handling or 
aooept persons Tor treatment or disease or 
insanity and offers spiritual and religious 
counseling and that the attainment or 
betterment la at the responsibility or the 
person hlmseir; that the <b-Meter does 
nothing by itaelX but serves only as a guide 
to ministers or the Church; that the author 
was recounting only observations as a con¬ 
sequence or his work and is not responsible 
for any promises or misuse of those materials 
eto; the import being that the person reads 
those works as his own responsibility. The 
purpose or this is to debur any slightest chunct 
or being ohargsd. Church or author, with Prnua. 

Design it handsomely like a Dock plate with 
spaos foi the persons name on it "This book 
belongs to 11 at tho bottom with 

plenty or spans ior tho name and the type 
rather small, 

mrjz— 

Get this pasted into all books inside the 
rront cover. All oountrico, 

artis 

CO ww 




EXHIBIT 



‘’AGE 
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9 








7 - 





a. 


10* .‘Ttart the E-meter legal disclaimer with 
iteelT, this meter doea nothing. It 
ia oolely ior the gulae or ministers or 
the Church in Oonreesionola" then 
continue with the court wording, the two 
etutementa ao placed that they appear to 
have dirrerent origins but arc read to¬ 
gether even It not placed together. __ 

lETU^T 

% GO WW 


11* Complete and publiah the religious bona 

.rides* 


Ixj ui (,witn 

assistance). 


7.. 


V. 


12. Edit BMSHH, bringing it up to date, 

adding a diaouaaion or intervening years 
and the role or the spirit. Reissue as a 
"New Book 41 , D + 24. 

1TET 


13* Update the Garrison book and get it into 
print* 


oo Vw 


X* 14* Work out a letter campaign to handle all 

put neglected or hoatila Sons. _ 

GO TO 

T. IS* Collect enormous numbers of existing 

•identity connected success stories and 
select so as to cover actual gains stated 
u attainable in books ana literature. Use 
in court. Publish as "Success with Sen" 
with statements by the editor. "We didn't 
tell these people they could v/in" is the 
motir. 

M - U3 

Appointed 

Team. 


2. 16* Review these programs and add targsts 

that 2 u.y be suggested or advised. 


rlXHlRiT 


PAGE 
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TJLKG1ZT 1 - G2-A 

keynote or these people is falsity, This will not apply 
to just tills suit. It will apply to their whole lives, past 

and praaanx. 

BRIGHT rngx UR1$-A Tor thla target : iiy obtaining a depoaitiun 
or interrogatory from LOIS GOODRICH or by othur means utilise 
her nration on govt agencies and Laaaro 1 o raise claims of 
Tedtral or hi$ dopes rroa them, any connection botwuun 

Goodrioh and the Till ex-head, and any actual evidence to 
either aTTlra or eturt rumors that this is a conspiracy, 
prompted by others who are not shown as actual plalntirrs, 
establish soae Illegal action by then, preferably theft of 
records, breaking and entering, taps, espionage within the 
orgs. then use. this with a blast or PR to u move for dismissal 
at anoe"» See Letter A f 4 June 73, TIM. 

i» (a) Discover any connection between Goodrioh and 

his possible TUI namesake. _ 

3* (b) Attain much rurther data on the connections of 

these people (1) credit rating (11) past 
involvements (ill) suing others (lv) govt 
involvement (v) past criminal reaorda (vl) 
source or rinanes ror the suit (vil) any 
swindles as employee damages (vlil) develop 
a rounded picture or theee people, their 
rinanoee and connections. Peed Legal the data 
as last as developed. 

0. (a) Explore how to errsot Bright Idea One A above, 

keeping in mind and USING at this stage the 
false ideas being fed in by Loi3 G and 
Lasarus and aoting as if they were true and 
you believed them (for now). 

Lffixc rsu 

D. (d) Do the auhmieelons, interrogatory, depoaition 
steps neoeaeary to develop and finally 
explode the case. 

V 2Z XTT <7 

BJtIQHT IDEA G2-3 ; Goodrioh has u mental hoopital 
record. Age of 7, also 1967, probably many moro. 

(Jos' this to get him labeled as incompetent civilly 
and not legally able to bring a suit, or use it to 
invalidate all testimony, and filings, see A, 2 June 
73 Time Track. 

3* (e) Oolleot the records and evidence of the 7 year 

old mental home, the 1967 NY hospital, the 18 
3ept 69 visit to 3ansuel Soarlet, MD 490 Post 
Street 370, any other mental evidenoe, by legal 
means. Get it to Legal. _ 


EXHIBIT 
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fgt 1 - 0212 continued* 


12* (X) Obtain dooumenta as Hated bolow and give to 

Lif&l. 


QCTcrs' 


AG. (g) Compose the proper court submissions to movu 
! Tor dismissal on the grounds that the plain till 

la Insane, that he falsified his application 
lor serrloe nell* knowing the insane and elootrlc 
•hooked case >1a not accepted for processing or 
•errloo In the Ohurch and knew also that do wuull 
bo rejected IT the Tact became known* That die 
conduct while In the. Churoh waa that of an insane 
person (do not furnish his threat to wreok Sen 
as this must be masked until possible trial), 
ind that the case should be dismissed because of 
mental incompetence of the plalntlXX who has no 
grounds Xor suit. InXsr this was reason Xor 

discontinuance oX service but only InXer it. _ 

LEGAL 


(Documents needed, PL on the insane, sample oi* 
waiver, VP. Hot the waiver po signed which is to 
be reserved Xor any trial). 

BRIGHT IDEA ; G2-0 : Build up a mounting record 
oX Xalse utterances by the plalntlXX, his wlXe, 
anr others so that the atmosphere or total 
Xalslty can later be used in case oX trial, xsk 
questions in additional depositions and interro¬ 
gatories that are leading so as to provoke Xalse 
answers which can later be shown to be false. 

AH. (h) Locate anything Xalse or of pretense in the 
PlalntlXX 1 a life or in that of his wife or 
mother. Give to Legal. 

LESTS'CTT" 

Al. (1) Vork over all data to hand and see how it can 

be used to provoke Xalse answers in depositions, 

•to. Use them. _ 

E2BXCT&. 

A J* (J) Carefully list any and all false answers or 
statements made by the plaint!XI or those 
connected with him, with place and date, 
particularly those given under oath but not 
omitting those made to other persons Xor 
eventual use, in case of trial. 

XECaETU. 


LXHieiT 
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^jl^usd .. ji*i jJ iiw J-' • -Jtf Min j‘i . . J». ^ # 

^lBQTW* UL - DEFENSE ACTIONS. 

It i« too ; !'opt'lmia,tio' to'.auppoee tjiat thef, pl ii a tiji. 11 ■ „ . . 

not hifrei waut'"and nub¥ to throw at Son, Br inging up al. ,. 

' aorta'of oaa.a that have b.an on the outa, bringi n g up 
oh*±n.. lookers and hpndouffa, bringing In jayobiatrio.ta 
■ yffi .jrt' taatlmony* and .trying to Bake the. jaraaa >fJ,tU shocking 
raYaiatidnhV‘3a nay even ralaaaa"tbinga to'the ^aaa.bsfora 
y com* to* oourt in true Democratic rtihioa In tlx* b*at 
tradition gf Fascist .(Jeraamy. • . , t ;- • :• . 


»»* 


Thprwf oru*.^ .the a a aotio'naj should be fatiaiputad. . 

/They should' be Wthlsssly 4 handled', to (JAIM ADVANTAGE IN. .pilOviNG 
vwBIWl PERJTJaX'aa wall aa any other legal] qot.4.ya,.; .;-jj 


But be assured,, it la my. axparianoo, that these chaxgp£,axu. ■ 
?XLS2.' : Oar'HOT fall intb the trap of baliaving orga or 
Sona do tl«aaa,,fhinga. vmprorolcod when they. ars : dpno a,t nil. 
BY*ry Investigation I‘haVs ever'oonduoted (thev.. ars : MANXJ I..; 
hare found that thaaa entheta uttaroncaa and charges against 
orga and people ware FALSE, , and even In tha. mofit.gr.dv^ pnuo j 
there were fantastic provocations." 


* ’■ . , - J - ■ • .‘y a > \ .* \ 

la this so a* of DEFENSE la where Intelligence* (Information; 
and-Legal: must work f*st .and furious .and hand .inland***,- 

. ' ' # ..j : 

As id* from legal invalldative taoh on ouch obargee and setting 
them aside on technical grounds. THE STANDARD AND QNLI . WORKABLE 
VAT 0? HANDLING THIS MATERIAL IS BT. WHAT IS QALLSD -,?Dead 
Agenting - , This is defined aa itvia in the -old Chinee* :book 
of war : When an agent la found to be feeding the enemy falao 
information, the enemy kills him : : hence, "dead agenting". In 
our ou* it means this. : 


ASSUME AND PROYE THAT EVERT CHARGE BROUGHT IS* FALSE AND GET 
THE DOCUMENTS AND WITNESSES AND DEPOSITIONS AND PROVE IT SO. 

This mesas that any charge or allegation mad* ’ban 4 *Qnly be 
answered or handled after Intelligence- has slashed, out and 
gotten'the documents to the oontrary or contrary foots--ore •/ 
demonstrated in or through witnesses. 


XI. 

1. 

Understand and use the above. 

> 

LKoxirau. 

XL* 

2. 

Understand and use the above* 


LSI ~}iU7~ 

Art. 

5. 

* 

• Ask for delayB until the thing 

agented. 

can be doad 

rarorta. 

AN. 

+. 

Get the oontrary •videnoe. DO 

SINGLE 2NTEETA CHARGE GO BY 1 

NOT LET X 
m IT ! 

WUlTT 


£21 
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TOT 6 Da ta t Suggested drguAsni Tor on action tnat mouo 
be don*. 

There la no valid reason Tor to bw continued uu u 

deXendant in this suit, Petition to remove him sunt bt» 

■adt* 

Tba ruti axe plain. Uo hag not bv«u a director ox uXXiuor 
or any or these orgs since three years boXore Goodrich jvar 
coma near one* 


He had no Joiowltdge or Goodrich, aa a case. 

The hooks in question were written by 20 years and 19 

years, respeotiTely beXore Goodrich case on the scene. They 
were written Xor publication. The copyright date alleged by 
Goodrich is raise. 

The books were written years before the Churoh was rounded. 

has no control over the use of his books any more than 
any author has. 

He wrote none of the advertisements oXXerea. 

His sole role in this- is that of a writer of books nearly 
a quarter oX a century ago. In all that time they, as boolaj 
hare never been challenged and have been read by many, many 
people* 

It is completely unconstitutional in the United States to 
ohargt a writer Xor writing books and will not stand up in 
any oontest oX law regardless oX who sold or used the books. 

The Pirst Amendment guarantees freedom oX speech and prose. 

ThereXore his name should be struct from this suit as a 
deXendant, 

IT the plaiatiXX disagrees, then will have to initiate 
Independent legal action against the pl&lntlXX Xor libel ana 
sla n der on constitutional grounds as cannot legally be 
considered a party to this suit. 
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. SAROSE 2 - <J2-B 

!: fhi « person’has no cose if it ever oomuo to trial, 
providing only that the hearings are extremely well pre- 
pared^and continued on an attach lino. 

- HOTS* THAT IS TEE BEGXHNIHG 0? A CHAPTER 0? DHSHH (pagu 169 ?) 

it aayo people who have been damaged by psyohiatry cannot bu 
' helped or are difficult to help. THIS IS THE VIPS OUT OP 
7RAULUL2HT Oil IKS u he worka hard to bring in thin very 

• book in hie oomplaint. 

•Further he signed a waiver. Possibly several as he was in 
v'six orgs. ” He was informed we did not treat the insane or 
''institutionalised yet hid this data. (See White Porra). lie 
was there on ialse pretences. He refused a refund. 

’•'throughout dis processing he had witholds and sweaty hands > 
most Likely, which gives a low tone arm. He la a "low TA" 
case which means that hs is easily directed or misdirected 

• and very easily overwhelmed and will react very badly to 
'badgering or• anyone's refusal to accept what he ears, which 

is valuahla in fHoe to face interrogation as he will blow up 
or collapse and will present a bad appearance. Carried in 
the right fashion during cross examination his blow up oould 
be timed (by simple refusal to aooept what ho says and by 
asking the same question doubting his answer) to ooinoido 
with a point whioh would look like an admission of guilt 
sad would be. interpreted by a judge or jury as suoh, 
particula r ly if the interrogator remains very calm and pleasant: 
he will give the appearance of mental instability and guilt 
any time a areas examiner wishes. 

AO. 1. He has a long history of beau injuries. See * 

June 73 A or (a) °Headache List". See 2 June 
73A Time Track, ’White ?orm, pre-Son motorcycle 
accident (1 Peb 69 V7). Although he complain* 
about this, it oan be safely assumed, for legal 
purposes, that this is a faka. The org decided 
he was not for them, sent him to an KD apparently 
as on 18 Sept 69 we see Dr. Clark and Dr. 

Scarlet on the scene saying he had nothing 
wrong with his head. (Actually this is probably 
true, enough of a bet to permit a new medical 
exam whioh would also appear negative as to 
head. Actually he probably Is diabetic waxen 
gives headaches of mysterious origin and turn 
on under streee, meaning thesu headaches took 
years to build up under a bad diet or drugs or 
alcohol abuse). ?or legal purposes, it oan bo 
established, within the competence of an MD at 
contemporary tech of medicine that there is 
nothing wrong with his head. They won't think 
lof blo od tests or secondary causes. HIS "HEAD 
TROUBLES"existed 3270RE auditing, that oan be 
"established; he was sent to a dootor to handle; 
he was offered refunds and refused them and 
foroed himself bsok on the org; and is ourrtmtly 
faking that there is unything wrong with his haaa. 

ALL THIS M U 3 T HE EARL! 23TABUSHED Ui Atff 
TRULL. 


EXHIBIT. 
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Huri constant troubloe with his wlfu Lola 
1* undoubtedly being forced into the suit uu 
Uar pawn* Woman who interfere with husbands 
auditing want husband bad o ff 9 old st&bla 
datum*It oan ba established that hia rolatlou- 
::ships with wife wart awrul f that aha constantly 
intsrfsrod with hia lira (not hia auditing as 
thia point must ba rapraaood Tor latar reasons). 
Attribute hia loao of incoma to hia wife troubles 
establishing that by keeping hi in undar stress ha 
waa unabla to work. That cares for claims that 
Sen prevented him rrom wording. Actually ho would 

* really navar gat hia life in shape to get audited 
and r ece ived vary little actual auditing. Make 
the WITS the villain for hia inoome loaaco. 

Ha ia guilty not only of earlier praotloeu but 
■contact* with other prsotioaa during hia time of 
bothering orga. See 2 June 73 Tima Trade and 
reoorda oonotming these. It can e&aily ba estab¬ 
lished by oroaa examination that ha was concurrently 
... engaged in other pr&otioaa while ha was badgering 
orga. Thus any condition ha haa oan aa easily bo 
attributed to ongaglng in other practices as to 
Son* Dale Carnegie, modiolus, hypnotism with 
dentistry, neurology exist; you can ba certain 
others also existed. Tat ha seams to be fixated 

• on blaming Son* THIS POIHT MUST B£ ESTABLISHED 
TOE THE WKAMO* 

Ha wrote two or more suooeaa stories in which ha 
stated ha did have gains. These can be dug up and 
.presented. This is dona to eetabllsh further his 
falsity. Ha will say they didn't last. Infer that 
this -.v a a his own irregular life* 

How comes tho piece de resistance that wins the 
fraud oase. Locate the section in DMSMH the 
disclaimer aa to the mentally ill* Looata the 
YLm that forbid treating the insane or the 
physically ill, looata the WPs which omitted his 
psychiatric history. Present these as exhibits. 
Unearth the full record of his earlier falsities. 
Establish that he waa fully aware that he was the 
victim of payohiatrr. Establish that he had read 
DMSMH* Introduce waivers he signed foregoing 
physical treatment. 3stuolijn that he aotuali/ k^aw« 
the jubjeut excluded 111 * in icc claims ana uhai ho 
falsified his attestation* Apply this to any other 
plaintiff. Establish by an exhibit of tons of 
suooess stories that it does work. Hots that the 
Handbook claimed only for 38$ of cases. That tho 
Church does not use Dianetlo claims per waiver. 
Establish that he refused refunds and that refunds 
were given his wife. Make the easily made point 
that he forced himself on six churches, was 
advised there was need to straighten out hia life 
before he could be helped but did not admit to him 
he was classified under the insanity policy. Havo 
tho claims rc fraud dismissed. And tho suit.. 
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AT. 5. Now the piece de resistance the Class uult it 
it still hangs on. It la "On behalf or others 
•imilarly situated". This would include only 
those parsons with a history or insanity who 

- hid ths tact and badgered the Church Tor 

i service. ill thtss ptopls ars vssdsd out when 
i* round* as par policy. Andty waivers thoy sign 
and policies thsy arc shown. IT thorc is auoh 
a class any claim they have is as illegal as 
Goodrich 1 s. Augment this as necessary. Have 
the class portion or the cult dismissed. And 
the suit. 

, Here is the final vhamo. Should the priest peni- 

AU;.. *7® tent pritlledge he waived,the session or 25 

Auguat 69 shows that, or can he made to show that* 
he PLANNED TO DESTROT THE ORG AND 30LENT0L0Cr AND 
, ONLX REMAINED IN IT TO DO SO Tor three years. 

The person who audited him can so testily. The 
report can he entered as an exhibit. That hi* is 
lying to the court and to others and that his 
wire and oo-plaintiffs are engaged in lnoltlng 
action against Son and by the Class Action ltseir, 
he is carrying out his plan. When this is done, 
his falsity has been established in earlier 
instances, his equivocations will be exposed, the 
rull record or falseness should be entered as an 
exhibit* between now and the future time of this 
hearing there might be further threats of violence 
or action against the Church, these oan be brought 
up aa incited by Goodrioh and his accomplices. 

That he is insanely bent on destruction and is* a 
...menace to aoalety. Any instances of his efforts 
to destroy ships or people covertly that hive been 
found oan be included. The whole cane should be 
dismissed and the suit. And damages awarded this 

- defendant as" well as all costs. 

AV, a. Should for any reason the trial fall to dismiss, 
introduce first Amendment considerations as were 
originally planned for the trial strategy. 

AY. 9® If‘the first Amendment plea foils, appeal to a 
higher court, as thsre would have had to have 
been gross technical misbehaviour on the part of 
any judge who failed to dismiss this at one stag* 
or anothor. HE 3URN TO KEEP A RUNNING RECORD OP 
SUCH TECHNICAL PLAYS ON THE PART 07 BUS COURT ui; 
PLAINT Iff IN CASE IT IS NECESSARY TO APF/AL. 

AX. 10. Retry the case in the higher state oourt fully. 

AX. 11. IT the state oourt fails, on the basla of the fact 
that the Plaintiff alleges complaints against five 
..different organisations ono of which la in anothor 
/state, and as it raises Constitutional issues and was 
mis-tried* taice it to the lowest federal Court 
nearby* 
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i2.£vIT : for any reason the matter fails in that oourt, 

’■ >?-by continuing rtoord of toonnlool flaws, take ii 
' w xo a high Pedbfal Court, By this time you t/ouiu 
.r fc* trying the legality or Class lotions thasmuivutt 
•/V’as. unlike others, we cannot settla out or oourt, 
and raw ir any Class actions actually have oomo to 
'trial, Thus it*will be possible to go higher. 

(In the meantime-, there ia hopa that Claes Actlonu 
• auky have become Illegal and that thia suit hn a 
been brought aa a Olaaa Action in the first place 
• ; I destroys it utterly. But don't oount on it). 

•"••***' 

.Constant alertness must ba leapt at all atagea of thia 
suit for perjury, This is the key to it, You will find 
that (a) THEY .DO HOT ENOW VHAI YOU OOW OR JUTE RECORDS 
..0?# (b),Their atratagy will not ba perfect and the 
general strategy of attack envisioned at first probably 
won't materialise but other odd ball things will, (o) 
Their.first perjuries should ba let pass &s they will 
ba small. This will embolden them, (d) Is soon as 
rou Hava several small onea and a reliable big ono, 

MOVE TO 0HARGIS POR PERJURY and dispoao of the case by 
.using the falsity of the plaintiffs against them in this 
fashion* 

The moment you have a dismissal, work than not just for 
oosts.but for some uproar so that you have PR in the 
win* Do tome thing freakish as soon as the dismissal 
is sound, such as some extravagant demands suoh as (a) 
move for arrest of all persons oonnootad with the 
plaintiff (b) put in an outrageous oost figure (c) put 
in a one billion dollar damages claim against all members 
of the olase who aupported him, thua seeking to create a 

S eoedent that makes a olaes suit filing dangerous (d) 
elude in the damage demand a any $ovt dept or agonoy 
you have any traoe of in the case Te) giv« an amnesty 
to any news agency that was oarrying anti Sea press 
on it in suoh a way as to give them a shock of relief, 
but in return for the favourable win. This ia PR 
3U _ The rest of this tgt is LEGAL. 

Review the whole oase to establish any line of attacks 
or patterns revealed by thia suit and aot to cancel 
them as effeotive linoa. See burning the foldern aim 
-.news stories at SH in late 60o. 

xnrsr 


BD. Develop and invent into hard news blockers or 

cancellers or invalidators of such lines of attack. 

yamrr 

3H. CAUTION ON TRIAL. Do not let the plaintiff derange 

▼our line of attack. Handle his efforts and.always oomo 
oaok to the next stage of yours. 

BP. Do not expose any of thia planning in any way or 
data oonneoted with the trial strategy until tho 
actual trial, if any. 


END OP EVALUATION. 


at? . 
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8 June 72 
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Hi# Goodrich Suit Evaluation 
•./ ( Addition 1). 

aSISiS^' 

*••* PP. idd 13ja* already mentioned in strategy, make the 
suit aa expense as possible lor them* 3ut to thlo 
include, as inexpensive as possible lor us so its 
• sxpensr doss notf* unduly absorb funds and tbus 
■' curtail other nebdful actions elsewhere. Quo of the 
. v -i ; ways of. making it expensive for them is used abroad 


*K- 


and may be worked out for tho US : i.e. the financial 
competence and financial responsibility of the 
plaintiff is continuously challenged suoh as on thu 
grounds of being transient, or often shifting jobs 
or heavily in debt, thus making recovery of damageu 
for the expense he is causing impossible; this lcauu 
to examination of his finances for the suit for one 

• thing; but abroad bond after bond can be demanded 9 
demurrers oan be filed to taking depositions required 
of one on the grounds of expense and now challenges 

of financial responsibility can be made every time with 
' new bonds. The plaintiff Is the one causing the 
-trouble and he is NOT financially responsible at all. 

Tho attorney's source of funds can thus be traced. 

.Change of venue oan be re-pleaded at every pretext and 
. also on these grounds of financial burden. In each 

yi.^r suoh filing one drives home the Irresponsible falsity 
;rs£v: and the Ins ana character of the plaintiff, questioning 
any legal rights at all and repeating this was the 
reason the Church refused him service. Work out other 

• vayo of causing thorn expense. And in ono or more of 
theee discover an already existing improper use of 
funds or malfeasance in the plaintiff's or Lazarus 1 
methods of obtaining funds suoh as false promisee to 
other olsimanta. Steer it into a finanoial crimo case 

as feasible. _ 

ekte rsu 

PQ. idd 1 0 Intel (Information 3u) to obtain legally 
information aa to how funds are being contributed 
and to find the evidence that the suit, in faot, i a 
just a means of shaking down other claimants, a sort 
of side swindle by the plaintiff -na attorney. 

LNfJU.' 


PR. Idd 1 13 There is some possibility that Lois 
> Goodrich and Lasarus would get rid of Goodrich. 

/ • The pair may have something going and plan some¬ 
thing about Goodrich whereupon his demise is used 
to prove he had been harmed. There is something 
wrong in that set up. 7ind it. Legally. __ 

Tsnnstfr 
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Page 6 & Page 93 * 

Target 6 and its euggeated Data, REVISION. 

IT la legal opinion this will open the door to putting 
. too aolldly into the case, uae this only 11 the 
plaintiff brings It up f or lead In to get a removal only 
when the plaintiff a aye clearly that It la only about 
books that la named a a one of the defendants* If 

the plaintiff oould be led to atate that, then a pouolblc 
move for removal oould be attempted. 
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SUPP. AB.-39 


1 IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE STATE OF OREGON 

2 FOR THE COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH 

3 JULIE CHRISTOFFERSON TITCHBOURNE, ) 

) 

4 Plaintiff, ) No. A7704-OS134 

) 

5 vs. ) 

) 

6 CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, MISSION ) AFFIDAVIT OF 

> OF DAVIS, a nonprofit California ) GERALD ARMSTRONG 

7 corporation doing business in ) 

Oregon; CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY ) 

8 OF CALIFORNIA, a California ) 

corporation, doing business in ) 

9 Oregon; and L. RON HUBBARD, ) 

} 

10 Defendants. ) 

11 

12 STATE OF OREGON ) 

) ss. 

13 County of Multnomah ) 

14 I, GERALD ARMSTRONG, being first duly sworn, depose 

15 and say that: 

16 I was in Scientology from 1969 to 1981. During several 

17 long periods in the 1970 *s I had direct contact with L. Ron 

18 Hubbard and from 1979 through December 12, 1981, I worked 

19 directly for L. Ron Hubbard in his personal office. 

20 I am very familiar with the steps taken by Mr. Hubbard 

21 and the Scientology organization to keep his whereabouts 

22 and the fact of his control of Scientology a secret. I 

23 am also knowledgeable of Mr. Hubbard's absolute control and 

24 the means by wnich he effected it. In 1980, I saw and was 

25 briefed on orders from Mr. Hubbard which showed his knowledge 

26 of the Christofferson case. i ,% 

— rvuiniT \ nAPr v. N 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

\ 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 
15 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 
23 


24 


25 


26 


I have reviewed the document entitled "Christo Final 
Handling Eval" attached hereto which was produced in the 
instant case by the Defendants. I am familiar with Scientology 
and Guardian's Office terms, positions and activities and 
am able to interpret the significance of this document 
for the Court. 

This document is a Guardian Programme Order (GPGMO), 
an order for Guardian's Office staff with various specific 
targets which must be carried out. The GPGMO is in the 
form of an Eval, an evaluation or data analysis, which finds 
a "why" or reason for a problem and seeks to correct the 
problem with the specific assigned targets. This GPGMO 
would have been issued in late 1981 since it refers to 
Charles Parselle as being the Ex Deputy Guardian for Legal 
at World Wide CE DGL WW) . Mr. Parselle was removed as 
DGL WW in the Summer of 1981. 

There are various references to "Senior Advices" or 
•R Advices" throughout this GPGMO. These terms were used 
in the Guardian's Office and in all the top management units 
of Scientology from 1978 onwards for "LRH Orders", orders 
from L. Ron Hubbard. The reason for this was to cover up 
the fact that Mr. Hubbard was issuing orders into the GO 
or Scientology. The specific orders from Mr. Hubbard referred 
to in this GPGMO are: . ,. . I 

EXHIBIT _ssl__FAGE-Lfi_L- 

A. File a Counterclaim on Julie Christofferson; 

Zyl 

B. Bring criminal charges against the litigants; 






i 


SUPP. A3. 


1 C. Launch, criminal proceedings against the 

2 investigators and perpetuators; 

3 D. Disprove the false testimony and including 

4 false PL's (Hubbard's Policy Letters); and 

5 E. TaJce legal action against Judge Jones 

6 for his making a mockery of the trial, including 

V 

7 criminal proceedings as his actions are assumedly 

8 based in actual crimes. 

9 A through E above were ordered by L. Ron Hubbard in 

10 August/September r 1979. They are again ordered in late 

11 1981, as laid out in pages 6-8 of the GPGMO. These targets 

12 are given to All Clear IC US for execution. Mission All 

13 Clear was the title given to the unit which had the 

14 responsibility, as ordered by Mr. Hubbard, of resolving all 

15 his legal problems to the point where it was ’•all clear* 

15 for him to come out of hiding. 

12 the following list of terms included in this GPGMO are 


13 

defined in order 

to assist the Court in understanding this 

19 

document: 


20 

HCO P/L's 

L. Ron Hubbard's Policy Letters 

21 

HCO 3's 

L. Ron Hubbard's Technical Bullet 

22 

Comm £v 

A Scientology internal justice/ 

23 

Watch Dog 

disciplinary body 

24 

Comaittee 

The secret group of top Commodore 
messengers who ran Scientology, 

25 


answerable onlv to L. Hon Hubbard 

25 

Pu 
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10 

11 

12 

13 
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15 

16 

17 

13 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 
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Founder/ 

Commodore 

Q i A 

31 

CP 

CAS 

R 

OM 


Cl 


WHY 

Ethics Whv 
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SUPP. AB.-32 


L. Ron Hubbard 

•Question and Answer*. 

Non-compliance with 
an Order 

3ureau One of the Guardian's 
Office. The Intelligence 
Bureau, responsible for covert 
actions against people 
viewed as enemies 

Charles Parselle 

Guardian Activities Scientologist. 

A. covert operative for the Guardian 
Office, not formally posted in the 
GO 

L. Ron Hubbard 

Omitted. Eg. OM Counter Attack - 
Omitted Counter Attack, a counter 
attack which should have occurred 
but did not. 

(The notations liXe OM Hardling, 

Added Time, Wrong Target, etc. 
under the Data Section of the GPGMO 
are called “Outpoints". They are 
also called “illogics" in the 
Scientology logic system. They are 
errors or things which should not be 
there. The person or unit responsible 
for the error is noted to the right of 
the outpoint. Eg. Ex DG L WW is 
Charles Parselle). 

Counter-Intention. Doing something 
other than what was ordered. In 
this case, Charles Parselle was Cl 
to the LRH order to gather up 
evidence of crimes by the litigants, 
and was thus removed from his post. 

What caused the problem. 

The "crime" or vi^t^ron Uhfch*^ 
supposedly underlies the problem. 

In this case, Charles Parselle had 
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4 

5 
5 

V 

7 

3 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 
15 
17 
13 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


failed to utilize and iaplement the 
the LR2 orders regarding getting 
the litigants (Christofferson 
and the attorneys) thrown in jail. 



SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 3th day of 
March, 1985. 

C± * * Ci* o _ 

Notary Pud lie for Oregon 

z My Commission Expires: /- -- - * Z 

/ \ ) i I # . . V * 

. 7 * i \ * 
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t 



T "Nothing in thisaral uy bi Interpreted to violate or 

'Altar or change HCO FL'e or MGQB * s . Anyone executing 
a target ia till* aval in suca a way ae» to violate or 
altar any MOO FL or NCOStdll 5a actionable by Cawn 
Kr. Any r icown rxlitlon la till* aval or chang* 
or policy or tech suae 5a cleared by the w*tcn Cog 
CoaMittaa (*OCJ before being placed la tila aval a* 

‘ a target and raaultlng FL or BullatLa a »»t b e. 

_ . 'rtvltva d by tht rounder >er»on*llr. Ail data or 

.'MurielInga vnara u«y ralar to policy or bulletin* 

■ate give tha policy or bo 11 at La nuabar and it* 
Location and text verbatla. 


lITaATTOif 

Sen ior ad vl C &3 oo Christo have not 5a a a carrlad oat 
while air legal aotlona have aaraly enounced to a 
shuffle with oo via* oo prosecutions. 


• m« 

MOuitar dais* ever fHad oo Sulim Christoffaraoe. 

No Criminal charge* avar brought against litigant*. 

Ifo criminal procaadinga launched against tha insti¬ 
gator* and perpetuators. 

No handling* avar dona to diaprova falsa testimony 
and including false FL* a. 

No lagal handling avar taJcan against Judge Jonas 
and his actions to aaJta a socfcsry of this trial 
(which ara assuredly based in actual crlMil . 

lAllthe above were ordered by Se nior A dvi ces li sued 
Augaa c/Sep teixbec "75 .) ” 
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Cadl««a Q1A Bl and Legal err me what L f needed 

to bring arInina 1 charges. •‘ u ^ ; 


The original'Christo Evsl (on the Toss) v«c don* by 
C.f. 1 a Aoque 79 sad v«« «ocaAlly aoc «ppro^. 

_(Fblnt_Cjasu fflclsn tly trond ait.) . - • • 

Thn "Bright Id** of^thst vu 'rrriiad* 14*10.79. -. 

"Tho fright Xdnn^wYe-reiknW - U.11.79. — • .1—. *. 

Qiristo Suit vu^r^roqrAMd (not off sa evsl) * • * * - 
1 a June 10 And thlA called for setting up GAS*a, 

paying the Attorney , QU <nrtr if v« had or could .. .. _ 

•▼•a gat aaough data on filing arlninal charges. 

January l£ Opening Appeal Briaf was filed by oa and 
virtually is devoid of any attach lines, while McHucry’ a 
response is 234 pages, replete with Attach lines on 
us . 

Christo was re-aval'l again recently by CF who did —— . 

not and woe id aoc use h advices. Thxs resulted La 
a failed nlsaloa. crone orders. CF # s disapproval of 
a suit that would counter the Christo attach (and 
wae baaed oa h advices ) . 



Christo salt was originally filed la 157B based upon 
spurious charges sad viscioee attach* upon Scientology, 
ita tech sod policy (essentially putting Scientology 
on trial aa a fraudulent organisation* which is 
forbidden by the 1st A mend ee n t of the Constitution) . 
ho counter clain wan filed* The baaic strategy wee 
to assert the 1st Aasndaant protections (which la 
defensive) • rron 157B to 1579 this suit regained ia 
neglect (with OSCO Legal directed onto crlnlael 
natters after the 1977 raid* as e higher priority 
action (which again use defensive). 

% . . 

OH COUNTER ATTACT * .11’ LEGAL U3/LECAL WW 
OH KAMO LING . _ *_,.. LEGAL US/LEGAL WW 

ADOEO TIKE _• LEGAL U3/LECAL WW 

whona TAhcrra (2) ... T.* ex oq l ww (cn 


We lost the Christo case in August 79 with a trial 
that was a nochery, with tainted jury nemoecs. a 
Judge who based his opinions on data he obviously 
obtained outside the courtroom* false tastinony and •* 
known evidence sufficient to support a nis-trial. 
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C7* s ordered handling o C thla vu to defend the ' 

Constitutional Rights of other religions. This is 
4 Legal fhuffIs.* This rval’s bright idea was not 
ap p roved and rather than rt*availing <7 issued fanchcr 
"Bright Idea" which vu basically tct—ptiaq to wmploy. 
position La? tech# targeting the opposition A&tomey'a 
vordi and legal tactics. • This-Xa smother Legal __ 
Shuffle. • -_—_• 



This ""bright idea* *ee obviously also not bright enough 
an it was again revised. Charles added the x^advlce^ 
on getting litigants under or initial charges before 
the Appeal to his already existing# incorrect bright 
idea. The aval was never redone correctly to actually 
eo c onpaaa the broad altuatione that the Advices 
point out (such aa "false tsetimony exista among 
Legal Ranis and courts in courts including falsa 
Ft/s). . , 


on orrmszvr to obvious cxims 

VRONC TARGET 

wrong so user -. • 

QUITTED CDKrXOXTrhG AND KAMOLLEVG 
OrOlIMIMAI. XLLMQfTS 

VXOHG SOUACT (3) - 

OMITTED EVAL 


!X OC L W C? 

EX OG L xv C? 

u oc L >w cr 

XX DG L WV CT 

UCDCLWCr •.# 
CX DG L ww C7 


After the trial# but before the decision o« the 
Motion notwithstanding Judgment# the Judge appeared 
oe radio with Peter ftudle# oner-of the opposition 
attorneys wherein they ipewed entheta oe "cults." 

Bo legal action vu taken on the Judge# such ae aa 
ethics complaint# criminal charges# mla-trial or a 
demand for his immediate removal from the case. 

on ornx*XYx n w t w 


BL was to gather up evidence of cri mes by litigants 
and others per the advices given. Cx OG L was CZ 
to this• stating at the time that Bl did not know 
vhat legal wanted# and could not c ome up with useable 
• vldtnce. In actual fact# Bl did o ome up with 
uaeahia evidence two years ago. This waa not saed 
for criminal complaints# but was uaed to file a 
civil suit against Christo's mother# the deproqrumer*. 
This did not name Christo and is not s Councar Attacx. 

TALSEKOOO 
WMQMG 7AACC? 

AOOCO TIMS 
QH COUNTER ATTACX 


EX DG L W CF 
CX OG L wv and 
LX CAL 03 
L wv/L US 
L US 
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Mrj 


~ I "i**‘ 




ta Mrly 1311 11 collect^ up further data «s par 
Lha advices# Including letter* fro>s (Uproqru w f 
ALm Kail ta the arlnlnal piychotia Tom S«vlU« 
rOich thow otImi vara ooasitted and ahov fortnir 
strings to pall for further# more serious ctIms. 
li analysed this data and packaged it r* o o — — > d Lng • 
“a’crlalaal ictlM and co a n tar offensive salt vhict 
coaid Uooaa a- coaa ear cl a La (la tha.event of re-trial}, 
This vta entirely progr in 1 oat. CP nixed the 
Couatar Offensive# favoring laataad a Jury Kla- 7 
ooaduct salt rhick la not a counter salt, has atnlasl 
viability, bat la offensive. Charles thought tha 
purpose of f 11 Log >oet a sett res to gat publicity, 
bafora tha appeal (not to via lti . Iut_th«_ advice*, 
ara to gat JArX> loattncti bo fora tha appeal. 


coiurcr rxncrr 
wao«c souncr 

WtOMC TAJtCX? 


il (h.t.j 

OP 



— Charles nixed thla Offensive Suit on his ray to Portland 
ca «(hrlieo Mission. Thla Mission v«> callad fro<a off 
aa rral that Oiarlaa did (following his rem ov al fron 
post by Comm Cv) • Thla aval cist op ones again with 
a situation that ran ineufficiencly broad, did not 
usa tha * advices# and ones again gave tha legal 
shuffle. ffls rhy vaa that tha GASaa la Portland vara 
not hattad oo attack and so ha sat out to *hat" 
these. Thla hatting did not in clods all tha 1 advices 
(and La faet oaly on a GAS ear son* of them* . (7. 

mo latar vma up 19 pagaa of dlsagos enan t* with 
tha t advices# "qua 11 ad* tha GASaa hatting on attacks 
and rafuaad his Kao Opa order to incorporate tha » 
advices aad launch a propsr offensive, nattered to 
tha GO Portland staff about haring baaa rtaovad and 
getting his issoas cancelled. la actual fact# 

Charles saootagod tha actual preparation of tha Appeal 
and tha Appaal drafts just turned Ln by these GASaa 
ara aa overt product. 


wnoNC sou*cr (3) cp 

whohc TAicrn (3) cp 


The wW staff# US staff and Portland staff were ell of 
tha assumption that Charles ethics vara handled. 

Tha nectar of hov Charles got through SB ww Qual end 
ethics lines is covered already by tha second Com 
Cr on CP. kla elision second (Jars Kaclocfc) returned 
from this Mission ranting to leave staff and Is 
still on ethics lines. 

OM PCSCTPTIOM Those ww/uS/Port1and ecaff 

concerned 
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WHO --- 

CF, Ex-OG L W» 


ideal scnrg 

criminal proceedings launched against the instigators 
amo perpetoators amo case won. .. . 


RAMPLING 

UICTT T?gA 

OSS THE 1RICKT IDEAS ALREADY GIVE* OS VTA ADVICES 

amo err these done, ho qaa, wrrs criminal proceedings 

UNDERWAY AMO CASS WON. 


KESOURCES 

ADVICES 

B1 DATA AMO ANALYSIS PREVIOUSLY DOME 

M.V. WO IS MOW LEGAL US STA TT AMO KNOWS AMD USES^ 
ADVICES , 

CORRECT CHANNELS ON WHICH TO ROUTE rVIOEMCES OT 
CRIMINAL ACTIVITIES AMO CONCLUSION. 


' zi? 
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.lm— I m m ed iately f IJ• Criminal Informations with 

Portland AUSA and aiMitUMOMlr with OOJ Clrll 
- Bights Board La OC* 



Cat the extension already filed om tha Appeal 
ftrict Data** »• ...■»» •««*. • 



Cat fee Appeal Brief qeallL^ end needed re-write 
Lata the hand* of KT end get this, produced fro* . 
E advices * .. .. _ _ 

Cat the Offensive- fult a p p r oved, FI flanking 
worked oat snd rapidly filed la Portland for a 
hard hit again at Christo and her cohorts* 


5.^ Posh through the- Criminal complaints until the 
product is obtained* This is done in liaison 
with Si's currant Mission to Portland that will 
— - ■■ — dig up sore dirt, food it to PS and Legal and 

fully expose thm collusion and crimes. 


(. 0*s*nd that Pit triss this suit in the Press 
loudly aid exploiting every Legal offenslve 
and via. - 


7* Cat the Appeal Brief filed* 

I* * Band Is the Portland attorney (he eoat likely has 
false data and overts since CP's Mission)• If 
he does not handle rapidly — like in an hour froa 
time handling begins - fire him sad get someone 
vtrn has never lost a case. 

f* via WU3 Asst, get the Portland staff cleaned up 
faat with fthics/Qual handlings on the raise Data 
fro* CP. Meanwhile bypass these and their 
CJLSas until EEoger handled* 





10* Do likewise with Legal 03 staff* 

11. Cat the crlailnal proceedings carried out and the 
Appeal filed and puened to the win* 


P*OC1UJP<gt 

1. Immediately get the Bl data utilized via Criminal. 

Information complaints! a* One filed with AUSA 
•• in Portland in person and ensure the data arrived 

into the proper hands with impingement. b. Letter 
off to oor, oc. 


/ 

ALL CLLAA 1C US 
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ApfMti Iriaf filing haa baa a to be 

auadttl. Cat tAii «iCiniioaj( 


mrcznrnr?r 


2. ) Cat til* Offensive Suit filed# with a. big FI 



4. Fro® tit® airrtae 11 Mission* get the data oa 
further string pru 11* and sort aarioua crimes 
brought directly to legal* fad Into our now Iliad 
co®pl*Lnt» and pushed into the hands of terminals 
la OOJ and ACSA who will ?ro»*cuta the guilty 
taminal*. 


ill nzxk rrrr 


5. Insure B1 data oa «TX Jon«i la used to the hilt 

** v« want eruainal proceedings agalaat this }udg* 
ta w«ll and prior to the Appeal being fllad. 

. . -7 

’ kUL iiiAA rns — 


(• Cat At to may Merten to LA aa rapidly aa can be 
and g**t hi* cleaned up and onto-SK. advices aad 
firnly oo staff and not half vayUn •haff. If 
be does not lavaediately co ea around* fire hi® and 
gat soneone who la with ua. 

ALL CLLAA 1C US 


7. Conditlona1 t Cat tha naw attornay briefed. onto 
the •dvuai .and winning with an offensive. 


ALL CLTAA TZTTJr 
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▼It « P* flank. that Mk«a a aclnX. 


A LL CLiAA IC JS 


10.”^Plt vlll have CO. try these caata (civil and criminal) 
La the press and very, very loudly. If Portland 
~ press won't carry, get a aadla that will carry, 
dan. DC PR to wafcn the* Mke a national issue. 


DC ?R (IS 


11* Get criminal proceedings and get chargee brought. 



XU UUa'TTTS- 

11. Get the Appeal Brief la, heard and a via on this. 


AlL dliAA ic as” 


13. Get all nased Aits ea outlined In advices asclgned 
and availed. Legal will do Tali# testimony and 
falsa PL's* aval. 


AVTJ 


i 


14. Tour final targacs. 
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o P€■ <3 41 IS -2 

Sup i mpc ww 


IT «ooo«m«r MM 


JULir*3 ncssiocro 

(ICfl GPCMO 4115} 


XXfORRATXOai C Pf» <3 4115 layo kr«o« itcps c • t® cikoe 

to doc«»««t ItiC tH• paopla involved la tso Christo case 

crlolaala with criminal bickcr«wsii m 4 criminal rtcorai 
t4*t «««• *«d la a criminal canaplraey to defraud taa 

arc*rti*otl«a under Clio <wia« af "lea* mad oothor*. 
iwllm appears cm &o pvra aa tta drtv«a ibaa, mo ccnmidartbla 
**c*cround data am ear la needed to giro am direction in 
Idea tine, tho rami facta of lntrroat amout ear. 


MAJOR TARGET: Tha crlalnal hacJtcroamd. drug. olatory, rtcorc of 
irrtsCi , foraar aapioynent, parttnion* cf lit, fully moua 


? IIKARI TARGETSI 

1. loNiar tsmro* Vast Sac II 03. 

2. Vorthwailo purposei To prctu® evidence of Julia 4 * crielnal 

nature mad Qacic trouad „ 

3. 3 omal ody taking racpaaslll 11 tr ftr tarn iraa ar action: 

VEST ICC II 03, II f rocraooam • 

4. faro of Ult Org Plaasmo Wall: Vast lac to locata t writer la 
LI or Portland woo la interested lawrltlnc » buo* ao Julio. 

TUa wrltmr la already at laaat loetaatl a«uillii«4 - mo mam 
vrlttia at laaat too ar two articles, paparo or loOti, CO la 

• Athtr Want See or or ACI Portland. Dally raj-ort Hat amt up, 
tad ptona calls every two days. VEST SIC 1103 

5. foro a f tea ore Maid or room tall Iliad! 


C 13 run wit* tignt 
• C , and Dally rapartm READ DAX 1 T, with no fll*r off. 

WC3T SCO 3103_ 

4* Ore oparatlnc 


Prog* 


■a l«(un 


raaapt a* highest prlortt 


TITAL TARGETS: 

1 . Security cour*a data POLL! Applied ta GAS. WEST SEC 

2 . rinaacti arran<a# laaadlataly so tlay «rt thara vaan CIS 

raaay. WEST SEC IIOS_ 


3. CAS a«ta acraaoant In writing that fill product la cf Inter* 
to a put llihtr. (Mo f om« 1 contract Jwr*T SEC_ 


4. Julie interviewed first, »»rr llc*tijr. Let ner kibe pro* 
Julia too* Paine written with lot* mC human ir.lwrait me t h a ti 
UMl her a ad entheta on maatf C of 3. wCST SEC__ 


2W? 


_PAGE 


EXHIBIT_ 
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OfCXATlNC TAXCETI: 

Liiar/ccicrA, momtaha 

r re® tf*7 !• 1 ?7* • t*o Itilt llTt< la Curat, at wticn tlao 
tk«r ooaao 1: Libfcy . un«r» tlar currtuclf ratlda. That, aoat 

data af ltUrftt ca Julia «rul« tw la Ecrot* aa an* atttaut 

f our til <r« d a UirwcA til<h act otl tear*. 

1. Co to Uio Llaccia County Ul^fi Ecioul too aaot tto paro oa 
la cfrare* af ttwoant*. Cat a Hat of paooi* to intartlaw who 
«« taid knew tna act! aacut Julia. Cat a latter o C Introduction 
Crom Ola. 


WEST CSC SIUS 

2. Cmurt Julia's paatar , frl *nta , c Liamtaa , sr*ffrlindi 
trr («tt«o. 


WEST SEC CIOS_ 

(Iota • aitheuca ttr^at* art aaaifr.ad -u Wutt Sac, Cfttf 
ir« douu ay wfioattar It txslfoad tc usen fry Watt Sac.) 

i 

a 

t 


I 

f 


j 

[ 
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- 2 - 

}• Uatl lrtd interrlrw JUlic’e paster. rind out ane lnrobuofnt 
•r Hl« La ta# ouit. any he ha* on Julio '■ conduct Trro-£ci*n- 

l«*d* fron HLo on aiio ol<« to talk to. Cot *11 tHe dot* 

Ho Ha* on Hor bocfccrouiui and reLated oubjaata* 


vest sec Bins 



*♦ Conduct u u^r othor interview* ** potfibl*. Includo Hor 
forcer eaoloyor*. cl**suttot 9 LutHeren OxurcH youtH croupclasi- 
*•*••• toacner* and rind Hor boyfriend* to cot *11 data about Hor 
ecriy pruuiacuity and **ra*l conduct. (Soeeion data Indicator ?ho 
H*d boon eoneomod Le tt.o 


SEC Bins 


5» Hot out *11 rtriox* harc surfaced and trail thooo *mich 

are La tMt location. 


VEST SEC BITTS_ 

5# Cot alTILrriti wftoroeor poailblcj bu* onl< a» Jot* ^ 

•ZEST SEC BISS_ ' 

6. Contact Phil and Parrel La Cl a in and lntorri.w tHou for data 
and otn«*laada to pooplo unfriendly to Julio* 

% . ns: sec sms _ _ 

7. Cot any prlr*to Lararticatcr report* FH11 ba* cotton frou tHo 
PT he Hired ivnili **o to dotansii:* Lf any data 1* or interact 
record* Julio. 

vest sre sms 

B. C/S PH 11 on the PI cyuio LT it look* fruitful and usable. 

VEST SEC BIOT__ 

9• Prcn afcoee tarretr, liat out furTHtr strings wnich will lo*d 
to discreditable Oat* LncJjtzdln* tbe rollouts* (LT not aLrendy 
cotton j • 

a« Trip* cjuLo by Julio C. 

bo 'my Julio esao to Portland to *ct*t L.*-ry frrc bor frionda* 
«• *Hen Julio hooked up eatH lob Titebbourne (rrportod to 
bo Sotp. 77) ,. _ 

d. 'my Julio *«• autrritd outside or Hor cburcH 
o« any inert rtcord* or Julio 

rnr SEC BUIS_ 


.0. PM11 the jo rcrinx* ^ afridarlt or docaant a* poo.iblo, 

o"f _ _ 

VEST SEC SITS _ 


11. Loe»t. tn. nth.r of Hi*. _I *"o clilst *i*» *«nt to th. 

■ontal hoopitai due to Pat Oilor Girin* Ham. .Hit 2?ik# »»■ 

supposedly f rier.da *ltH Color xnd Julio. 

VEST SEC 3IUS_ 

12. Lnter^ie* Hla lor any discreditable* on Julie C. Cot arris 
end loaao to othore »ttn diacrouitaOlo data. 

iTsr etc a ms_ 


13. Interflow Jullo'o enpioy 
roliov o«plo 7 «oo lor drts and 

*o pooolblo or docuaontatIon. 


or In KalispaU rent ana or.d «n» 

dlocrouita01os. Cot affidavit 

wtst sre uns_ 




tXHiBll I J 1 
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IrtttJ\ iH# ■ ^7tlcl»n in • X^nttnt, foT any 

pvydilAtrio C4nn«ctlon» f ttc« Docua?nt tAd/or 

iXrilArlt &* possible* 


VEST nr BITS_ 

I5« levtew *11 data gathered JLa the tcontuu irvt and ntrart a L1 
acrlnci have been palled and docjitntid. 

' • * rar sre ires_ 


bqkfps n»pr. ruro t 

Julie m bars bar* 1* August* 19S7* and lived her* until the *me 
about ^ or 5 year* old* 

16* c**ccux» 


rrrey^ nir*;D<t , 

The Kalla Lived. in S*eet Kom frox 19£3-33- Kobert Lsthrad end hi* 
vife (he's Alas's eon) lire currently 30 eilee away in rhilccath. 
Lethrads were In c^rr. and exchanged ’m.oita with Julie ebout oner 
t aonth vttile the via in Scier.tclo.'y. *ather Kent Surtr.cr haa done 
kJOi eorx in Sweet Kcae* Atoct *0 elite south of Philomath le 
Eugene* where Burtser ear.until him trxnsf«r to Kw Kexlcoi 

17* Ideate where the Kalla lived while they were in Sweet Koae. 

ver sec sirs_ 


13# Interview neighbor* /or data and leads to others in town wno 
weald Jcnow no re about Julie* a later life. 

rcr sec sirs_ 

19 , find the Lutheran Church which JUlie supposedly attended and 
interview tha pastor there /or any data* 

rerr sbc aius_ 

23. Bind eoeseone wno «ca close to BcrtT.tr and Interview then for 
tny data of interest of Burtner's contact with any of the people 
in thla case, particularly Julie#. 


nrrr sbc srus__ 

21. Interview tha Lethruda for any data of interest rtcardirus 
j u ll« f i early daye# Do they have ary data regard inc Julie's «tep-* 
father oajtins advances to her when ahe m about 5 yeere old7 
Do they have any data regardin': Alaa leaving Julie with •other 
j>**plt* wr.en she went to Europe rather than with the etep-father 
because of what people sight thin*? (Session da*, v) 

VIST SBC sms__ 

22m full ary re a a Ln ing strings and cet afridtvi t s/docur*ntition 
where poaelble. 

vrrr sec ires_ 


F0PTTA,T3 


riA G 


EXHIBIT 


23# Interview neigj.&orc and residents of the house Julie flret 
lived in when one •c , /i*C te Portland. C«* d i acred 1 tnbl e data and 
affidavits ii possible (1035 S.B. Bodwell.) 
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Julia acid she want t® the Luthinn Church on 10th or 12th 
Stroot a f•« tL*a«o Interwl** the nitor therw and ••• if he 
reamer* her. Cat what data would bo uoeable plot any discredi¬ 
table data and affidavit. 



vrsr sac aro s 


?5# Julio Bored from Job In Joneo* house on Bodwoll on July }0 
to an a part* ant with Linda Shelly. Qisur* Jones znd £h*aly tr« 
^Otanrlawod euitably and affidavit aa peeaible any ueeful dxta* 


VEST EEC IIJJZ 


h- 


UltP 


26. Julia werted at tha Kaxthmxn House mile on ethics lines* 
I«tamrlaw hop box® and fallow employees for data on har and any 
discreditable data* Affidavit aa possible* 


vest esc arcs__ 

27. The day Julia's paator broucht 5-4 hiC* rchool rtudant* to 
•ortland to cao Gmcordis Collaca, Julia war than for lunch and 
drove bact to Montana with than* Thic wap tho rtart of har d«- 
pnecrt=aln<. Q,ev* at tho collaca for students frow the Libby 
araa. Interview thou fro= a position of altitude and <at any 
diicreditablo data or laada thay al^nt have* Affidavit eny uaaful 
data. 

vest sec bids_ 

20. It wore bo determined how Julio did sat tho job at Tom 
Lari 11 a 1 a coapry. Did ho imarm hor f&ally? 

VEST SEC sics rirwL. _ 

29# Interview cob rarer owployeee of Seville *• cou parry, Northwest 
Detailing Carrico for data on Julia and Sari 11#'a relationship. 
Affidavit any uaaful data* _ 

vest sec arcs 


30* Sari 11 a reportedly told JUlie that tho Coon Courto w-ii anleinn 
her wee. not better. Cot contrary data on Julio affidaritod by 

employees. 

VEST ETC SICS 


31. find out why Seville and Julio nintsined a coo* line aftor 

tho loft hia taploy. _ 

VEST SEC BITS_ 

32* find out wtry Sarlllo threw two partita for Julio who woo only 
wo ruins there for two montne. (In September, 1973, ho /rare her a 
SdLfVC-away party aftor all hor conpiainxo about w.at a rotten 

person ho woo). _ _ _ 

VEST SEC BITJ3__ 

33, Intorwltw Kre. Sarlllo suitably for any Lnforaation on Julio 
of use* Does me mew how Julia cot har job at Sarlllo'* fln»7 
vao there 2D *oln* on between Sarlllo and Julio or Julio and < J n<k 
anyone aieo7 _ 1 


SIC BIHSJI^ 




>U # In Julio'« 1973 lncopsa tax filinc, »ads oention of 

nar iimincs free Korthrevc Detailoro. Old Saoillt hare har 
on the boots or n&t7 *hct *as har salary, bonus#o7 

v^sr sec ^rus^jCL_ 

35, Cot accost to any r<orth**ost DntaliinC record* on Julio and 
4 tt any pertinent data fro* tha rtcsnU^o ^ 
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Cot: a lice of all tfc# Scientology re *ft and public «fco know 
Julia* Kara taca lntonritwod fron a praparod liat of quorclona an 
pull all rcrlnci* T’Lnd out •▼•nrenirut thty know about Julio with 
•opnaola on dioarodltabloo and/or crlninai actiTltlo* and/or 
pemrsieni. 


*CT SKC 3 ms_ 

T7. Znauro J>*«ica Marta la lntortiow*d for all hor data and 
laada to othort «no could cIyo data* 

resr zzs : zvs n?A*'" ~' ~ 

3®* Xrriow all data colloctod and Liat out arty rrwainl/K itriiVJt. 

vest sre sms_ 

39^ Cot tftaa* rtrinct pullod and all utoful affidavits colloctod,. 

•/test sre sms_’ 
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ce tried within a r«r. carried Berwi* y. IU11, l«cr pre sen t iBOhand. TJay 
1M in tont n Ferry (or ah ouc a fair, Jyei tn liioZ, when cmr* tn 

TeLlowtail lk*^, .santann. La IMi, U« flails norm d to W et Ikw. Orrtm. 
Wwrt Alan worked as s bonfc tellur, then* In Ham, they ravcu co llirefca, -ton- 
Uni Uorr they stayed until 1971. 

Ounces are Clue re La tires o( Aina's three husbands are still in this ana 
(Lathrud, Giristoi ferson erwd Kail), so oil possible leads siiouid be iollo » «d 
to locate and interview these people. Alan still Las contacts in dose 
as sin ho* called there sm visited Cron ^inm to One. 

1. Locate and lucerne* the following Tor data an Alan's criffinalitv, dne 
a is Cory (If any), record of arrests, iomer mpioment, pcncrsiani: (Xd; all 
dm following people anf one hare data cn each of 9 mm points, so get Uut- 
ner data can be cotten without Treating vp the good lima) 

a. relatives of Aina's Tomer hveh—rff (thane do dlillle her, preferably). 

b. Andrew OiriscoTTersoa Mreelf. 

c. r - o mer neighbors oT Aim's 

I* Employer and people wbo worked with Aim at Colsen Li Her Cneen n e f rrsn 
l!H9 to 19SL. 

r. Qnck with local police to ascertain any arrests rrcorus, etc. 

C. Qnck tin aourt house, c. iedaal ikxUu, Tor any rvconU of Af L 

(, far data oT Julie's there tea a clan wen All was pinning co f° 

to Europe and precemad tn leave Julie with “other people - than farvin ifcili 
because of duu people *aixtit think. Julie stated 1 a session cJut Arrwm 
"put bis bonda an bar” Wwm me tas ■hraac 5 years old (dres 19%2). Is nny- 
tUinc cnoeea about way All felt like this, Li. did she know surut anv of her 
hmbmd's perversions yet cover then up, disregwrOine l*er oo chilrcn 1 s weif* 

h. Did Ail pa to Europe and if so, how wna this affolded mi Mif did site go.* 

i. full any other strings that crop ip Wxich will got data md dretnemtstion 
of the peseta in this target. 


wtsr see »rus 


sheet iii€, amui z 

Tito ilolls lived in Sweet hone, Jrrpun, Tnvs 1963 to l‘J66 and Ail sorted as a 
teller in a bonk there. All's sen, Kobert Lethrud, and his wa/e live aivaut 
JO e&lcd aaray in rtilowOu 

2. Locate md interview cite following Tor my «Uts an Ail's crinuial Lock- 
ground, dnoi history, r ecor d of arrests, Tomer crpioywmt. j'ereenions (Xh: 
not all people will here data an each pnmt hut C*C Whatever each fires you 
and go Tor uocvraitsciun wncre at all possible): 

4. Formmr fWlfidmrs 

b. employer and Collar workers in tl*m bonk (1/ still ar^wd) 

C. local Luc/« ran church's pastor 

J. local police and cart house (or my arrest records, etc. 

9 . my leads firm out by ciwcso people. __ ^ 

'4 s C " 
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. (Uior/TUCECA, UXTAKA AJO'A ; 

From 1967 to 1971, llm lb 111 lived La Lureka, ttancona, after Witch tips. Liter 
■ovod ta 1 ibhy, re re re tfrey currently lire. TU*, hmc ba V interest an 
>11 Bf be Wn. A previous nuian to LLU«y faaesd It touch coLaf oua to thre 
smallness of the cremicy ®*l short cim line*. This la taken loco 

couiiitnua to oil Menury itnrya do t«t pulled without alarrmc any 
of tbo local folks. 


X. Contact Phil iW Parrel LsQnire n Interview (has for data And load* to 
people isuriaftdlr to XL 

«sr sir ixus_ 


4. lotcrriow the LaQsiro for data an Parrel's cououi who mo sent to o 
am cal hospital duo to suppression f ran Aina and bmi buoinrss «loals with 
than vdica reportedly coot 121,000. fat full affidavits fron them an All*s 
criminality. 

west sac ms_ 


S. Male arranccaoBCa Co interview the iusband of chi* cousin for his data an 
thn sc atm and ftt affidavits fron bias an All*S crULiualiry. 

*£sr sir axis_ 

a. Cat any reports w»ich mil LaQaire mt hero c^ttei fro* tin printc ln- 
voscicacor Ire hired w«i see w.rere this creic strewis retarding All's Uixty 
btmine** oeals. ^ST LiU U1US 

7. C/S Phil an cho private invercicator cycle If it look* fruitful and 

of vase to you. 

usr sac IXUS_ 


t. Late mew d« saws poteen in career i far data cn Ail’s criminal bock* 
(roud, Jnar hiscory* r ecor d of arrrscs, f o m or repioywt, perversions and 
Ctc affidavits wwrmr risible. Also c«C any leads frost tirese peep±« to 
others da would likely have wore dots. 


tor sac ixus 


f. Greek the courc 

XL 


house - criminal docket 


for any records of arrests of 

sac ixus_ 


10* Check suitably with local 
record or CTioinal backcrxno. 


police re any data they 


lo 


i Ail’s 


vesv SL£ IXUS 


11* Talk with CJw local Ucireran pastor about AH acal see Wiat lie has CO soy 
LhaC would bo of interest La you. 

*u>t sre ms 


KXHiniT 


12. All’s financial status oust bo determined. Tire nr are several contrary 
facts rwy srdinc Ure Halls' financial standincs enrar ciic ymrs which need 
to pet sorted out as it Is this area Witch soy lend lcsoli co sore ennrs, 
arc. (La ahuut 1975, Julia reported chat XI od ituanand wore hard-pressed 
for reaney and don't want her to do Scientology as they won't e«C .Social 
Security benefits for Irer unless sire po«i to oollcce. la 1975, also. XI 
jins Ted Patrick X2,OhO for Live failed d en rv g nrmne of Julie, la about 
January. 197*. XI was not tani-pressod~ for aarwr. brine tire court cane 
in 1979, XI says the "«ay not fure H rvportod the fee dre mmierd for a 
den roc rare* inp Jane in Pemsrivsnla (X4SU). Accnmey forere anya tire fees 
far tire case so far, aa ef July 1979, are S1S5.S2I. In fnrch 1?7A, XI *aid 
the Harks case •cairtsc her wuld coat a lot of icrwr and she hod a lot of 
attention on it. Her huohswS had retired ImC Ire h*d t« e« *«!: to 
because clrer needed tire wo k r to flfhc Lire suit. JmUted *nd mwerified 
repo r t was that she had pronahlp reisarpropri.ited funds fmre a trust f«nd 
Wiich sire administers and she arwj her l«cnb*w 1*1 Iked sianft WS.OUO out of 
the LcAisirs la a business deal.) 
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Tba 1ataatloa la to aaa tbaaa people 1b prlaoa or out oa 
ball ac tba time of the « 7 paal. 

It 1b cart Ala that la ot&er drp roc rami nr* tba deprocrtwoori 
■ i—rt ba loa b at* participated la uy duufrfl or aoalaa or 
•<r*rd* raaultlac fro« tbalr daprocmlif. It would ba 
tlao«c lBpoaalbi# for IA1> mc to htva occurrad. It vill 

be aaad a* coacluaira rvld«ac« that tbar »rt la Cba bualnaas 
to make moomy aad to ad aka pacpla do*mi ! 

SI n aaad to llaiaa with Local tbrooebout to amaura data 
COtt ob la lacall y uaaadle aad wbat la waat ad. If it la 
aot poMlbla for SI CXSaa to proalda lacall/ oaaabla data 
tbaa private lavaaclcatora oar lead to be aoployed aad 
riaaaclaX arraacwwata aad« - but vfiatrrcr tba easa la, 
cba data la to ba rottaa vary rapidly la fully wtial# fora. 


1. Hi a crlolaal back around. drec dietary, rt cord of 

UTttts, foroar taqloyMac, parroraioa m of; a) Tad 
PatrlcJc; 2) laid SaLlar; 3) Paator Gary Surka; 

4) Ua* Hall; aad 3} Julia Hall. AHA Julia Cbriatoffaraoo. 
ALX Julia Tltcbbouraa. (Trocraooa la to ba doaa for aacd). 


DG I U3 

03 Sac ll rt 


2* Tba aatabl lahaaat la 4 docuaaa t atloa of aar *** all 
cooaactloao* bataaae Also Hall or Julia Hall aad oaa 
or all tba aaoaa aboaa. a) eurreatl/, aad b) prl* 
to July 12. 1973. (Protrtaaa to ba doaa). 


DG I 03 
US Sac 01 TT 


2 . 


Obtain all «vldcae«a of 1*q1 aatatloa. bypaotlro or coercion 
or eoapalaioa of tba a bora aajaad paraoa la oebar aa^tora 
to aatabllah that they ara capable of uainc hypnorua 
aad laplaatatloa to affact tba «>*cuUon of thalr drairca. 
(Proarama to ba doaa). 



exhibit . 1 P6r 
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4. La tabllab tar aad all ur tfi ct of partlclpatloa la 

ault tvtrtit uoicit aar <*i tPe iftotrt ••Md paraoaa. 
(Project to bo doao). 


oa i as 

as See 01 TT 


3. All taifi orldooco la to bo aaaowblad ol tb to #70 to 

catabllablac that Julia Sail vaa probably 4 druc addict, 
probably baa a lint aad •xtoaairo criaiaal bacfccrouad 
a ad record aad baa booo party to ocbor eolluaiona aad 
aoladloa or crlaoo or faloaloo poaalbly from bar 
earliest blatory. (Procraaaa to bo doao). 


/ 

/ 


/ 


do r as 
lA rr i rttL Pc 

OS 8*« II TT 


4. alao rtAi tbo suallax bacJcrrouad obtained oa Alaa 

Sail* (Procrimt to ba doao). 


DO I US 

lA »w ; ^GLAT 

73 too II TT 
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CONTOS Sc BUNCH 

LAWYERS ■■■■ CANTON BOUXV, 



November 9, 1984 


Woodland Hills 


John G. Peterson 
PETERSON & BRYNAN 
Suite 407 

8530 Wilshire Boulevard 
Beverly Hills, CA 90211 


Charlotte Ashmun 
OVERLAND, BERKE, WESLEY, GITS, 
RANDOLPH & LEVANAS 
Suite 300 

10951 West Pico Boulevard 
Los Angeles, CA 90064 


Re: Church of Scientology of California v. 

Armstrong, Case No. C 420 153 

Dear Mr. Peterson and Ms. Ashmun: 

I have been advised by my client, Gerald Armstrong, that an 
olive-colored briefcase was taken from the locked trunk of 
his car on November 8, 1984, sometime between the hours of 
2:30 and 3:30 p.m. At that time, Mr. Armstrong's car was 
parked in the underground garage of the Los Angeles Mall. 

The briefcase contained an original handwritten manuscript 
and artwork of approximately 350 pages, as well as a number 
of other papers. The manuscript is comprised of a series of 
letters written to L. Ron Hubbard in care of the law firm of 
Lenske, Lenske, Heller and Magasin. The letters were written 
on Old Country Tree Bond, 100% cotton fibre paper. 

The manuscript has inestimable value to Mr. Armstrong. Its 
loss has placed him in shock and emotional upheaval. 


Just prior to 
Mr. Armstrong 
he recognized 
viduals drove 
offramp of the 


his arrival at the Los Angeles Mall, 
was followed by three individuals, one of whom 
as a member of your client. The three indi- 
up alongside Mr. Armstrong at the Vermont 
Hollywood Freeway and took photographs of him 
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John G. Peterson 
Charlotte Ashmun 
November 9, 1984 
Page 2 


as he sat in his car. This occurred at approximately 
2:15 p.ra. on November 8, 1984. 

This letter will serve as a demand for the return of 
Mr. Armstrong's briefcase, manuscript and papers and will 
further serve as a request that the photographs and negatives 
taken of Mr. Armstrong be sent to me. 

Very truly yours. 



cc: Larry Heller - Lens*e, Lenske, Heller & Magasin 

Gerald Armstrongr/ 


JD1:19 



f.XHIClT 









Petesson & Bhyn^n 


jOMN G, ^cTCftSOH 

m. jcrrucr i^tnam 


• uo ■ouccvA«a tuirc -*o? 

■cvcm.r hilli CALirowiA 00211 


« 13 | 


November 10, 1984 


Julia Dragojevic, Esq. 

Contos 6 Bunch 

5855 Topanga Canyon Blvd. 

Suite 400 

Woodland Hills, CA 91367 
Re: CSC v. Armstrong 

Dear Ms. Dragojevic, 

I am in receipt of your letter dated November 8, 1984 regarding 
your client's alleged missing briefcase. I do not under¬ 
stand why you wrote to me. My client has no knowledge 
regarding this alleged stolen briefcase and documents. 

Isn't it ironic that Gerry, found to be a thief of documents, 
now has the audacity to intimate that ray client might be 
involved in a theft of his documents? 

It appears that Gerry was visiting the F3I or IRS. Since 
they are well known for their "break-ins,” black-oag jobs" and 
other such activities, maybe you should write them one 
of your insipid letters. They were thought to be breaking 
into autos at the Church and of Church members earlier this 
year. When this was brought to their attention the auto 
"break-ins" stopped immediately. 

I find your letter disturbing. I had hoped that there was 
someone at your office who had the good sense not to believe 
every ridiculous and unsupported and weird claim dreamed up 
by Gerry or Mike Flynn. It seems as if I was wrong and 
there is no rational clear thinking point of control. It 
reminds me of the saying about "the inmates are running the 
asylum." 

I suppose if Gerry goes down to Wimpy Burger and gets ptomaine, 
you will write us a letter accusing us of poisoning him. I 
hope Gerry has good tires on his car; heaven forbid he 
should get a flat tire or you will write another letter 
claiming harassment. Paranoia seems to know no bounds. 

Gimme a break! Be- serious and get prof ess ional. By the 
way, did he file a police report? If so, either provide me 
a copy or let me know where it was filed. 

If Gerry is so "terrified" by the Church, why was he cruising 
around the Church? Is he harassing the Church? 
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In the future, do not bother me with these insane 
unsupported accusations unless you have some reasonable 
basis or some facts. 


Sincerely, 



John G. 


Ji.ri 

Peterson 


JGP:rafh 
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OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
SPeClAL INVESTIGATIONS division 

'9000 Criminal COUNTS flUlLOlNG 
210 W€ST T(M#a ST»€fT 
lOS aisk^CLCS. CA*.lNO***A *0012 —3275 

(213) 974-7437 


April 25, 1986 


Rev. Ken Hoden 

Rev. Kathleen Gorgon 

Rev. Heber Jentzsch 

Mr. John Peterson 

Mr. David Butterworth 

Church of Scientology 

1301 N. Catalina 

Los Angeles, California 90012 

Gentlemen: 

In re S.I.D. CASE NO. C35-0054 

In your letters dated May 1 and July 19, 1985, you asked that 
this office investigate your allegations that: 

1. Chief Daryl Gates of the Los Angeles Police Department, 
Agents Al Lipkin and A1 Ristuccia of the Internal Revenue 
Service, Gerald Armstrong, and Michael Flynn have committed 
the crime of conspiracy to obstruct justice. 

2. Internal Revenue Service Agents Al Lipkin and Al Ristuccia 
additionally "aided and directed" the commission by Gerald 
Armstrong of violations of Penal Code Sections 132 
(Conspiracy), 134 (Preparing False Evidence) , and 653f 
(Solicitation of the commission of certain crimes). 

3. Gerald Armstrong additionally prepared false documentary 
evidence in violation of Penal Code Section 134; committed 
extortion in violation of Penal Code Section 518; and 
solicited commission of the crimes of burglary, receiving 
stolen property, and forgery, in violation of Penal Code 
Section 653f. 
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Rev. Ken Hoden, et al. 
April 25, 1986 
Page Two 


4. Michael Flynn additionally aided Gerald Armstrong in his 

violations of Penal Code Section 182, conspiracy, and Penal 
Code Section 653f, solicitation of burglary, receiving 
stolen property, and forgery. 

Following his receipt of your letters, Steven A. Sowders, Head 
of the Special Investigations Division, met personally with 
Rev. Jentzsch and Rev. Hoden to discuss your complaint. I have 
since reviewed the voluminous materials you submitted in support 
of your charges, and I have spoken at length on the telephone 
and in person with church members John Peterson and David 
Butterworth. In our several conversations, I informed both 
Mr. Butterworth and Mr. Peterson that in order intelligently to 
evaluate the Church of Scientology's allegations, I would need 
further information. In addition to the documents already 
provided, I asked them to provide me with: 

(1) A complete description of the events to which the submittec 
documents relate, including: 

(a) the time, date, and place of each event; 

(b) the names of all persons present; 

(c) the circumstances in which the event occurred; 

(d) the name of each speaker and identifying information 
about him. 

(2) A description of the manner in which the recording or other 
source information was obtained. 

(3) A statement from the person who obtained the recording or 
other data, identifying him, describing the manner in whicfc 
he obtained it, and setting forth the manner in which he 
could authenticate any recording and any transcript involve 

(4) An explanation of the relevance of the conversations and 
other materials cited to the allegations of criminal conduc 


I further requested that they furnish any other evidence they 
might have in support of the Church of Scientology's allegation 
I particularly requested documentation setting forth the specif 
facts in support of the allegations recited above. I asked tha 
they provide the date, time, and place of each alleged event, a 
the name, address, and telephone number of each witness. 


Q.GO 









Rev. Ken Hoden, et al. 
April 25, 1986 
Page Three 


In response, I received from Mr. John Peterson a letter dated 
September 27, 1985, which letter I discussed on October 3, 1985, 
with Mr. Butterworth. Thereafter, following many attempts on 
ray part to schedule a meeting with either Mr. Peterson or 
Mr. Butterworth or both of them, on December 10, 1985, they 
came to ray office and conferred with Investigator Alan Toraich 
and me. 

In that meeting, I reiterated my need to know the date, time," 
and place of each alleged event, and the name, address, and 
telephone number of each witness. I further asked whether the 
Church of Scientology had any additional evidence in support 
of its allegations. Messrs. Peterson and Butterworth responded 
that they had submitted to this office all the evidence that 
they had. 

I explained to them that, in order to decide whether a 
prosecutable crime had been committed, we had to interview 
those persons who had observed the events that were alleged to 
constitute the criminal conduct; and that in order to interview 
those persons we needed to know who they were and where we could 
find them. In response, Mr. Peterson repeated the suggestion 
he made in his letter of September 27, 1985, that we interview 
Eugene Ingram, who had videotaped certain events which, 

Mr. Peterson said, were the basis of his allegations. He declinec 
however, to identify, beyond the name "Joey,* the persons other 
than Gerald Armstrong who appear on the tapes. 

It was ray understanding that Messrs. Peterson and 3utterworth 
intended to review the matter and that they would subsequently 
forward the requested witness information to me. Their response 
was a letter dated December 15, 1985, which contained a witness 
list comprised of the names of the persons the Church of 
Scientology has accused plus another I.R.S. agent and two 
police officers. He furnished no further information. 

I responded to Mr. Peterson in a letter dated January 16, 1986, 
in which I summarized our December 10 meeting. In it, I also 
asked Mr. Peterson to permit Investigator Tomich to interview 
Mr. Eugene Ingram (whom Mr. Peterson, as an attorney, apparently 
represents), and I again requested that Mr. Peterson supply us 
with the information outlined above. 
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In response, I received from Mr. Peterson a letter dated 
March 18, 1986. In it, he denied that he and Mr. Butterworth 
had intended, after the December 10 meeting, to provide further 
information, and he declared that we had received all the data 
he felt we needed. 


It appears, then, that no further evidence in support of your 
allegations is forthcoming; and based on Mr. Peterson's 
statement on December 10, 1985, that I had understood and 
accurately summarized the evidence the Church of Scientology 
had submitted, it appears that the assertions of fact described 
below constitute in its entirety the evidence in support of 
your allegations of criminal conduct. 

Allegation 1: 


That Chief Daryl Gates conspired to obstruct justice. 
Evidence: 


The allegation of "planting a 'wire tap' on Michael Flynn" was 
referred to Chief Gates^by Assistant City Attorney Lewis N. 
Unger on April 17, 1985.“ On April 23, 1985, Chief Gates 
publicly rebuked Officer Phillip Rodriguez and Investigator 
Eugene Ingram for video taping Gerald Armstrong. Within hours. 
Investigators Lipkio and Ristuccia were seen, apparently by 
Rev. Heber Jentzch, j leaving Parker Center. There has allegedly 
been no effort to do anything about "Mr. Armstrong's crimes."’ 
Chief Gates also initiated an investigation "into the police 
officer and private investigator" (July 19 letter, p. 6). 


Allegation 2; 

That Internal Revenue Service Agents Al Lipkin and Al Ristuccia 
conspired with Gates, Armstrong, and Flynn to obstruct justice 
and that they "aided and directed" Gerald Armstrong in the 
commission of violations of Penal Code Sections 132, 134, and 65 


Evidence: 


John G. Peterson declared under penalty of perjury that 
■Armstrong showed he was being used by the Internal Revenue 
Service to gather information." In support of that declaration, 
Mr. Peterson included "excerpts from the videotape" which 
indicated that "GA" mentioned Al Ristuccia and gave Al Lipkin' s 
telephone number to "J" . ^ ,i 

/ *L*' ^ \ ( \ i -.^ 
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Agents Lipkin and Ristuccia visited Officer Phillip Rodriguez 
and allegedly attempted to "strong arm" him. Agents Lipkin 
and Ristuccia stated that, on April 18, 1985, they interviewed 
Rodriguez, who admitted signing an authorization letter. The 
agents considered Rodriguez evasive and sought police assistance 
in obtaining his cooperation. The agents were seen leaving 
Parker Center on April 23, 1985.° 

Armstrong told "J* that he had told Lipkin some people might 
want to talk to him,' and that he had told Lipkin to go after 
Peterson. 

Allegation 3: 

That Gerald Armstrong conspired with Michael Flynnn, Daryl Gates, 
Al Lipkin, and Al Ristuccia to obstruct justice; prepared false 
documentary evidence; committed extortion; and solicited the 
commission of the crimes of burglary (Penal Code Section 459) , 
receiving stolen property (Penal Code Section 496), and forgery 
(Penal Code Section 470), in violation of Penal Code Section 653£. 

Evidence; 

John Peterson declared that Armstrong conspired with a "church... 
staff member," was "used by...the Internal Revenue Service to 
gather information," "explained to the conspirators plans for 
attacking the church...and...Hubbard, " and had a videotaped 
conversation with "J“ which demonstrates his involvement with 
the government. 

"GA" told "J" to type the completed staff work on the policy 
and bring it in, that "issues can be created," but he was "not 
really saying create incrimination (sic) evidence...but just 
to write about the speculation." He also said, "They can never 
tell where the issue came from." He wanted th^ lawsuits to end 
so that he could get his "global settlement." x 

Armstrong told "J" about a "good-looker" named Carol. He said 
"the way to the man's mind is through his cock* and "that's 
definitely the way to get to the top." He wrote a note which 
reads in part, "Establish available route for holding the cock 
of someone in ASI/WDC/etc ." L 
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Armstrong allegedly wrote and handed over to someone on November 
9, 1984, a "shopping list" of information which he asked a 
"church member to purloin." "GA" told "J" "something should 
be done so that they can capitalize on getting stuff...into 
writing and...unstabilizing the whole PI, attorney apparatus." 

He asked if "J" could get money to Peterson and told "J" to 
check the finance records. He said, "if we can get anything 
on Ingram (or) Peterson (or) finance records (or) other Pi's 
(or) operation 'X'..., it's all vital." 

Armstrong asked for specifics on payments to Ingram, and told 
"J" he should find what payments went to attorneys. 

The handwritten list read in part, "1. Plan on Van Schaick...4. 
Anything on Hubbard or Don/ 5. Anything on upcoming legal 
battle... 8. Get me an original of an LRH Ed (current) or 
other issue type which could be from Hubbard. 8a. Same for 
WDC. Create one, get it distributed and get an assessment. 

Any partial that gives UP or ORG."' L 

He also told "J" he had given one "fanatic" document “to the 
Feds" and was giving them another.* 

Armstrong told "J* on November 9, 1984, that he could type 
"things and duplicate them and make them loo* exactly the 
same" and that "we could set up a press and...produce issues...." 
He thought, "shouldn't I get some I HELP materials (?)"- He 
wanted to know "how they're run off, what the type face is 
like..., - because we can simply create these;... - I can 
create documents with relative ease...." 

"J" suggested changing some documents. "GA" responded that 
"a lot of things can be done", but he did not propose to "be 
stuffing things into their comm basket." He lafcjc commented 
that something could be pasted and photocopied. ‘ L ‘ t 

Allegation 4: 

That Michael Flynn conspired to obstruct justice, and aided 
Gerald Armstrong in the crimes of conspiracy (Penal Code 
Section 182) and solicitation of burglary, receiving stolen 
property, and forgery (Penal Code Section 653f) . 


'Z 
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Evidence; 


In April, 1985, Flynn contacted the United States Attorney 
in Boston, the Internal Revenue Service, and the Los Angeles 
Police Department. Flynn's attorney, Raul Martinez then made 
allegedly false accusations of wire tapping. 

Flynn told the Los Angeles Police Department that "Cooley" 
had had a video recording and a letter signed by Officer 
Rodriguez authorizing such a recording. By letter. Attorney 
Raul Martinez, representing Mr. Flynn, asked the City Attorney 
to investigate. The City Attorney forwarded the letter to 
Chief Gates. 

John Peterson declared under penalty of perjury that evidence 
indicated that Michael Flynn was directing Gerald Armstrong 
in order to steal documents, plot forgeries, steal legal 
strategies, implement a plot to seduce and blackmail a 
Scientologist, and conspire to suborn perjury.' 1 ' 0 

The "Van Schaick" case, referred to in-Arrastrong 's "shopping 
list", was settled by Attorney Flynn.‘ L 

It * * 


As Mr. Peterson has noted, I have spent a considerable amount 
of time reviewing and comprehending the materials you have 
submitted to this office. For the reasons set forth below, 

I do not find that those materials contain sufficient evidence 
of the commission of any of the alleged crimes to justify the 
further investigation of those allegations. 


At the outset, I should like to point out the following 
regarding Mr. Peterson's letter dated September 27, 1985 and 
my subsequent communications with him. 1) Mr. Peterson told 
me that "the interviews took place in Griffith Park during... 
November, 1984." Ee has not otherwise responded to ray request 
for a complete description of the events to which the documents 
related, including times, dates, places, names, circumstances, 
and identifying information. (See Request #1, above.) 

2) Mr. Peterson told me that "tapes are not in dispute" and 
that details of the taping should be sought from Gene Ingram. 


2 
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But when Investigator Toraich sought to follow his advice, Mr. 
Peterson asserted he was Mr. Ingram's attorney, and he refused 
to permit Investigator Tomich to interview him. 

In his letter of March 18, 1986, Mr. Peterson refused further 
to respond to ray requests for a description of the manner in 
which recordings and other source information were obtained; 
and for a statement from the person who obtained the information 
(some of it apparently recorded, some of it apparently from 
other sources) identifying that person and describing the 
acquisition of the information, documents, or tape, and the 
manner in which it could be authenticated (proved to be what 
it purports to be). (See Requests Nos. 2 and 3, above.) 

3) He submitted "data on the background of Jerry Armstrong" 
and the other documents referred to in the footnotes to this 
letter, in which he highlighted those portions he considered 
relevant to the allegations. He has not otherwise explained 
the relevance of the submitted materials to the allegations 
of criminal conduct. (See Request 14, above.) 

4) He told me that the individuals speaking on the video tapes 
are "responsible witnesses who can be produced if necessary." 
Beyond submitting a list of the names of the persons you have 
accused and three of their associates, he has not otherwise 
responded to my requests that he document the specific facts 
which prove the commission of the crimes alleged, including the 
particular details about each event and the names, addresses, 
and telephone numbers of the witnesses (See the paragraph 
following request f4, above). 

* *■ 

A conspiracy to obstruct justice is an agreement between two 
or more persons to do an act or omit to do an act, as the 
result of which justice or the due administration of the laws 
is obstructed or perverted. To convict a person of that crime 
the prosecution must prove that he made such an agreement with 
the specific intent to commit or omit the necessary act and 
that, while he was a member of the conspiracy, he or a 
co-conspirator committed an overt act in furtherance of the 
object within the prosecuting jurisdiction (in our case, Los 
Angeles County). 

< 2 . ^ 
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Assuming that the factual allegations are true, and that Daryl 
Gates did receive from Michael Flynn a wiretapping complaint; 
did rebuke Officer Rodriguez and Investigator Ingram; and did 
initiate an investigation into possible criminal conduct by 
Rodriguez and Ingram; that Gerald Armstrong did have the above- 
described conversations with "Joey" about Al Lipkin and 
Al Ristuccia; that Lipkin and Ristuccia did interview Rodriguez, 
did consider him evasive, did seek Los Angeles Police Department 
assistance in obtaining Rodriguez's cooperation, and did visit 
Parker Center on April 23, 1985; that Armstrong told "Joey" to 
type staff work in order to create issues and that he did all 
the other things alleged (talked to "Joey" about "Carol," told 
"Joey" that "they" should destablilize the "PI, attorney 
apparatus," told "Joey" to check financial records, wrote and 
delivered the "shopping list," and gave documents "to the Feds") 
and that Michael Flynn both personally and through his attorney 
contacted the Onited States Attorney, the Internal Revenue 
Service, and the Los Angeles Police Department to complain about 
the tape recording, the actions of Officer Rodriguez, and 
other matters; and that he settled the "Van Schaick" case; we 
are unable to find in any of those allegations any evidence 
which would support an allegation that Chief Gates, Agent Lipkin, 
Agent Ristuccia, Mr. Armstrong, or Attorney Flynn agreed with 
anyone to commit or omit any act which might pervert or obstruct 
justice or the due administration of the laws. 

No factual details (time, place circumstances, names of witnesses, 
etc.) have been submitted to support many of the conclusions that 
have been alleged. Thus there is no evidence that "there has 
been no effort to do anything about" crimes allegedly committed 
by Mr. Armstrong; that the Internal Revenue Service Agents 
attempted to "strongarm" Officer Rodriguez; that Mr. Armstrong 
conspired with a church staff member and explained to the 
conspirators his plans for attacking the church and Mr. Hubbard; 
that Mr. Armstrong wrote a "shopping list" of information and 
asked someone to "purloin" it; or that Michael Flynn made false 
accusations of wiretapping. 

Therefore, the evidence of which we have been apprised of a 
conspiracy to obstruct justice is insufficient to warrant 
further investigation by this office. 

To convict a person of the crime of preparation of false 
documentary evidence, the prosecution must prove that he in fact 
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made the document, that it was false, and that he intended it 
to be produced as true for a deceitful purpose in a proceeding 
authorized by law. 

Even assuming that it can be proved by competent, admissible 
evidence that Gerald Armstrong told "Joey* to type staff work 
and that "issues can be created," that "they can never tell 
where the issue came from," and that he wanted the lawsuits 
to end so that he could get his "global settlement"; that 
Armstrong wrote and gave to someone the "shopping list"; that 
he told "Joey* he wanted to get "stuff...into writing" and to 
"unstabliz(e)" the "apparatus"; that he said getting records 
was "vital"; that he said he could type and duplicate things 
and create documents and set up a press and produce issues, 
that he wanted to know about a type face, that a lot of things 
could be done and that something could be pasted and photocopied; 
none of this, taken alone, constitutes evidence that Mr. Armstrong 
in fact created a single false document or that he intended that 
such a document be produced for any purpose in any legal proceeding 

Further, in the documents submitted to us, Mr. Armstrong is quoted 
as stating that he was not advocating the creation of incriminating 
evidence and that he did not propose to "be stuffing things into 
their comm baskets." 

We are aware of no other evidence which might lend criminal 
significance to the statements of Mr. Armstrong. We can find, 
therefore, no basis for a further investigation of the allegation 
that Penal Code Section 134 has been violated. 

Extortion (Penal Code Section 518) is the obtaining of property 
from another with his consent, induced by a wrongful use of 
force or fear. The fear may be induced by a threat to injure 
a person or property, or to accuse the victim or a relative of 
crime, or to impute to any of them a deformity, disgrace, or 
crime, or to expose a secret affecting any of them. Penal Code 
Section 524 makes it a felony to attempt to commit extortion. 

Assuming that it can be proved that Gerald Armstrong expressed 
the views alleged regarding the "way to the man's mind" and 
that he wrote the note referring to "ASI" and "WDC", that does 
not appear to us to be evidence that he or anyone obtained or 
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attempted to obtain property from anyone by means of any threat. 

We therefore find no basis for further investigation of the 
allegation that Gerald Armstrong committed extortion. 

The solicitation of another person to commit or join in the 
commission of burglary, receiving stolen property, or forgery 
is a felony, the proof of whose commission requires the 
testimony of two witnesses or of one witness plus evidence of 
corroborating circumstances. To convict a person of solicitation, 
the prosecution must prove that he asked another person to commit 
a crime with the specific intent that it be committed. 

The solicitation of burglary requires a request that one enter 
a building or other specific place (See Penal Code Section 459) 
intending to commit larceny or a felony; the solicitation of 
receiving stolen property requires a request that one receive 
property that one knows has been stolen; the solicitation of 
forgery, a request that one, with the intent to defraud, sign 
without authority another's name or counterfeit his handwriting, 
or make any of the false documents specified in Penal Code 
Section 470, or knowingly utter such falsified document, 
signature, or handwriting. 

Assuming that the allegations are true that Gerald Armstrong 
told "Joey" to type staff work, that "issues can be created." 
that "something should be done so that they can capitalize on 
getting stuff...into writing," that "if we can get anything on 
Ingram (or) Peterson (or) finance records..., it's all vital," 
and that "Joey" should find what payments went to attorneys; 
and, further assuming it to be true that Armstrong gave "Joey" 
a list which specified "plan" or "anything" "on" certain matters 
and stated "get me an original...issue type"; that he told "Joey* 
he had given and would give documents "to the Feds," that he 
could duplicate things and create documents, and that something 
could be pasted and photocopied; these allegations nonetheless 
do not constitute evidence that Mr. Armstrong, with the requisit 
intent, asked anyone to commit the crime of burglary, receiving 
stolen property, or forgery. We therefore find no basis for 
further investigation of the allegation that Gerald Armstrong 
violated Penal Code section 653f. 

A person aids and abets the commission of a crime if, with 
knowledge of the perpetrator's unlawful purpose and with the 
intent to encourage or facilitate the commission of the crime, 
he aids, promotes, or instigates its commission. 

PAGE 
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The documents submitted to us indicate that Gerald Armstrong 
gave "Joey" Al Liplcin's telephone number, that he told "Joey" 
that he had told Lipkin some people might want to talk to him, 
that he told "Joey" that he had told Lipkin to go after Peterson, 
and that he mentioned Al Ristuccia to "Joey". The allegations 
regarding Michael Flynn are described above. 

None of those allegations is itself evidence of any unlawful 
connection between those men and Mr. Armstrong. Further, since 
we have been presented with no significant evidence of any 
unlawful conduct on the part of Mr. Armstrong, we do not find 
that there is sufficient evidence to warrant further investigation 
of the allegations that Al Lipkin, Al Ristuccia, or Michael Flynn 
aided and abetted the commission of any crime. 

In addition to the lack of evidence set forth above, it must 
also be noted that, lacking knowledge of the manner in which 
the video tape recordings were obtained, we do not know whether 
their acquisition violated either United States or California 
law. If it violated federal law, material thus acquired even 
if relevant - which it does not appear to be - might be 
inadmissible in evidence. 

For all of the reasons described above, we have concluded that 
there is no evidence in support of the allegations of criminal 
conduct on the part of Daryl Gates, Al Lipkin, Al Ristuccia, 

Gerald Armstrong, and Michael Flynn. Accordingly, we shall 
take no further action in this matter, and our file is closed. 

Very truly yours. 


IRA REINER 
District Attorney 


CURT LIVESAY 



j eb 


c: Chief Daryl Gates, L.A.P.D. 

Ron Townsend, I.R.S. 

Al Lipkin, I.R.S. 

Al Ristuccia, I.R.S. 

Gerald Armstrong 
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FOOTNOTES 


This is set forth in a document entitled "6. Obstruction 
of Justice". 

See Exhibit 7 attached to *6. Obstruction of Justice." 

See Exhibit 11 attached to "6. Obstruction of Justice." 

See Number 1, above. 

See document entitled "5. Conspiracy." 

See Number 1, above. 

See document entitled "2. Soliciting... . * 

See document entitled "1. Soliciting... . " 

See Number 5, above. 

See document entitled "4. Preparation of False Documentary 
Evidence.* 

See document entitled "3. Extortion." 

See- document entitled "1. Soliciting... ." 

See Exhibit 1 page 16. 

See document entitled "2. Soliciting... .* 

See Number 1, above. 

See Number 5, above. 

See Number 8, above. 

During our December 10 meeting, Messrs. Peterson and 
Butterworth identified "J* as "Joey". 
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your best recollection and a wild guess? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Okay. 

Do you know of any reason why you cannot give your 
best testimony today? 

A. No. 

Q. Have you taken anything of an alcoholic nature 

during the past 12 hours? 

A. No. 


Q. Are you currently taking any medication 

prescribed by a doctor? 

A. No. 


Q. Have you taken anything of a narcotic or 

medication during the past 12 hours? 

A. NO. 

Q. Do you have any questions before we begin? 

A. NO. 

Q. Before coming here today , did you have an 
opportunity to speak to Hr. Peterson or an attorney with the 
church regarding the deposition procedure? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Do you feel comfortable with proceeding at this 

time? 


A. Yes. 

Q. My understanding is that you have been 

designated by the church as a managing agent of the Church of 
Scientology of California. Is that also your understanding? 

a. it iUi . 
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Q. Do you presently have an official title in the 
church? When I say "church/* I am referring to only the 
Church of Scientology of California, not to any other church. 
Do you understand that? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Do you hold any titles in the Qiurch of 
Scientology of California? 

A. Corporate titles? 

Q. Any title whatsoever? 

A. I hold the legal division secretary title. 

Q. Legal division secretary? 

A. Oh-huh. 


Q. Is that "Yes"? 

A. Yes. 

Q. A few other ground rules. The court reporter 

can only take down the spoken word. She cannot take down 
nods of the head, "Oh-huh," "Huh—uh, " autterings. So as the 
deposition progresses and you get tired and I get tired, if I 
ask you to speak audibly, don't be offended. I am just 
reminding you that we have to have a record and the court 
reporter has to have a verbal response. Okay? 

A. Okay. 

Q. So your title is legal division secretary? 

A. Yes. 

Q. How long have you had that title? 

A. Since the end of May. 


Q. 1935? 
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Q. Who held that position in 197 47 

2 

A. Well, that refers to the LRH Communicator 

3 

Continental. There would only have been one. 

4 

Q. Who would that have been in 197 4? 

5 

A. I don't icnow. 

6 

Q. Below that it says, capital K, capital 0, 

7 

capital T, Continental Hats. 

a 

-3 

9 

A. Yes, that is Keeper of Tech. Continental. 

Q. Was that a business within CSC in 197 4? 

10 

A. Yes. 

11 

Q. In 197 4 how many organizations were there in 

« 

12 

CSC? 

13 

A. Service organizations that I am aware of, there 

14 

was the Flag Service Organization, San Francisco, Los 

IS 

Angeles, ASHO, AO. 

16 

Q. Any other organizations? 

17 

A. Quite a few. 

18 

Q. What other organizations? 

19 

A. Continental Liaison Office, which at that time 

20 

was known as POLO. There was Continental Guardian's Office 

21 

and several smaller Guardian's offices. 

22 

Q. Now, those would be referred to as nonservice 

23 

organizations? 

24 

A. Yes. 

25 

Q. Okay. 

26 

What is, differentiates service organization from 

27 

nonservice organization? . k | O/ 

EXHIRIT ..V PA Of 1 1 1 

28 

A. A service organization deals with the general 
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public. 

Q. General public would be nonparishioners? 

A. Correct — no. No, parishioners. 

Q. Service organization would deal with 
parishioners and nonservice organization would deal with 
general public? 

A. No the nonservice organizations would either 
deal with the management of the churches or with the handling 
of finance, legal, public relations matters. 

Q. Okay. 

And how long was organizations that you referred to in 
1974 stay a part of CSC? 

A. Up until 1981. 

Q. In 1981 what organizations were there in CSC? 

A. Were in — 

Q. How many organizations were there in CSC in 

1981? 

A. At the end of 1981? 

Q. Right. 

A. There was ASHO, AO, the CLO, the United States 

Guardian's office, the Commodore's Messenger Organization 
pack, and the Estates Organization. 

Q. Estates? 

A. Estates. 

Q. What is that organization? exhibit \ J* pane \ CSPi 

A. It is currently called Pack Base Crew. At that 

time it was called the Cedars — Well, it wasn't even called 

Cedars — Well, yea, in '81, it was called the Cedars Estates 

7 77 
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Service Organization. 

Q. What did it do? 

A. It services the staff that live at the church 
that services the buildings. 

Q. What organizations presently exist in 1985 in 
CSC, as of today's date? 

A. The Office of Special Affairs United States. 

That's all. 

Q. That's the only organization that is left in CSC 
as of this date? 

A. Correct. 

Q. That has been true for the past 5 months? 

A. Correct. 

Q. Referring to Page E-2, it refers to 

administrative charge in making a claim. 

Does that administrative charge apply to a refund 
claim as well as a repayment claim? 

A. I believe so. 

Q. And what is the administrative charge? 

A* It was a small charge for the time spent on 
verifying a claim. 

Q. At the present time if somebody wanted to seek 
return of donations which they made to — Strike that. 

Since ASHO was no longer part of CSC, if somebody had 
money on account at ASHO, as of 5 months ago, would that 
money be with CSC or would that money go to the Church of 
Scientology of Western United States? 

A. CSC would handle any claim. . r~ , 

- n a EXHIBIT O PAGE tO I 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE STATE OF OREGON 
FOR THE COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH 


I 

j JULIE CHRISTOFFERSON TITCHBOURNE, ) 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

vs. ) No. A7704-C5134 

) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, MISSION ) 

OF DAVIS, a non-profit California ) 
corporation, doing business in ) 

Oregon; CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY ) 

! OF CALIFORNIA, a California ) 

corporation, doing business in ) 

Oreoon; and L. RON HUBBARD, ) 

) 

Defendants. ) 


| 

EXCERPT OF PROCEEDINGS 

Volume I - Pages 1S35 to 2063 
Testimony of William w. FranKs 

I 

I 

I 

BE IT REMEMBERED that the above-entitiea matter came 

I 

on regularly for hearing before the Honorable Donald H. 

■ 

Londer, Judge of the Circuit Court of the County of Multnomah, , 
State of Oregon, commencing at the hour of 9:30 a.m., on 

j 

Tuesday, the 19th day of March, 1985 . 
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he would take over all of the functions of running the Church. 
He would be the head of the church. And I was appointed to 
that post. 

Q. Did your powers include all sections of the Church, 
all divisions of the Church? 

A. Not immediately. There was resistance from the 
Guardian's Office for me taking that over even though he had 
instructed that I should take it over. Eut that was resolved 
in July of — very early July, like July 3, 1981, when we took 
over the Guardian's Office. 

Q. What was the first thing you did after becoming the 
Executive Director International? 

A. I began to immediately get onto money as my major 
priority. Not only making money, but also making sure that we 
were investing. I personally was responsible for an account 
of about a hundred fifty million dollars, and that was called 
Sea Org Reserves, that was the title of that. And I was 
immediately — The first thing I did was to draw up a program 
for investing those reserves in a v/ay that we would make more 
money. 

Q. With respect to the hundred and fifty million 
dollars, how did you determine that those were the Sea Grg 
Reserves? 
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A. Well, that was v:hat was allocated in that pa 
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MR. COOLEY: On control? 

THE COURT: Well, more so than the issue of 
control. It does have a bearing on control, yeah, 
some, but it tends to show the eventual flow of the 
money. 

MR. COOLEY: This chart shows — the flow 


chart has already been went over over my oDjection. 
We now have the income for one week, picked 
September of *92, every mission — apparently every 
mission, I don't know, in the United States. 


MR. WADE: It was western United States, 

only. 


MR. COOLEY: All right. You are right. 
Western US. The western US and it has New West US 
Missions. P.e's now asked for the entire income 
figure on the theory that ten percent flows up to 
the Church of Scientology of California, as I 
understand it. I don't believe that that is 
admissible as additional evidence in view of what's 
already gone in. We have an estimate of the net 
worth of Church of Scientology of California already 
given by this witness, over my objection, at three 
hundred and forty million dollars. Now, it seems to 
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THE COURT: You have another defendant in 
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GREENBERG «St JACKSON 


2950 LOS FEUZ BLVD, SUITE 103 
LOS ANGELES. CA 90039 
(213) 666-7700 


aw accounttancy co*ro*Anow 



Jamci |. Jatiuoo. CJ’.A. 
Sullivan F.Maraien. CJ*.A. 
Bratiiicvl N. Bcnuccin. CLP-A- 


June 30, 1986 


To the Board of Directors 

Church of Scientology of California 

Los Angeles, California 90027 


We have compiled the accompanying balance sheet of the 
Church of Scientology of California as of April 30, 1986, in 
accordance with standards established by the American 
Institute of Certified Public Accountants. 

A compilation is limited to presenting in the form of a 
financial statement information that_ is furnished by 
management. We have not audited or reviewed the accompanying 
financial statement and, accordingly, do not express an 
opinion or any other form of assurance on it. 

A a is described in Note 4 and Note 5 the Church has 
various gain and loss contingencies. It i3 not possible at 
this time to evaluate the possible effects of such 
contingencies on its financial position. 
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CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OP CALIFORNIA 
BALANCE SHEET 
As of April 30, 1986 


ASSETS 

CURRENT ASSETS 


Cash § 

Investments (at lower of cost or • 
market) (Note 3) 

Mortgage Receivable (Note 1) 

Accrued Interest Receivable 

3,533,975 

8,734,188 

305,559 

32,043 

Total Current Assets 

$ 12,605,765 


OTHER ASSETS 


Mortgage Receivable (Note 1) (Note 4) 
Certificate of Deposit (Note 4) 

Notes receivable (Note 2) 

Accrued Interest Receivable 

3,691,228 

2,500,000 

966,576 

408,654 

Total Other Assets 

12,566,453 

TOTAL ASSETS 

. $ 25,172,223 


See Accompanying Notes to Financial Statement 
See Accountants' Compilation Report 
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CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OP CALIFORNIA 
BALANCE SHEET 
AS of April 30, 1986 
(Continued) 


LIABILITIES AND NET WORTH 


CURRENT LIABILITIES 

Notes Payable (Note 3) * $ 4,916,639 
Accounts PayaQle 1,153,530 
Accrued Interest Payable 424,107 


Total Current Liabilities 5 5,504,276 


NET WORTH 


18,667,947 


TOTAL LIABILITIES AND NET WORTH 


•S 25,172,223 


See Accompanying Notes to Financial Statement 
See Accountants' Compilation Report 
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CHORCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA 
NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENT 
A3 of April 30, 1986 


Note 1 - Mortgage receivable 

The mortgage receivable is secured by a building and 
land. Payments of 5278,775.10 are due quarterly including 
interest at 10% per annum. 


Note 2 - Notes receivable 

The notes receivable are unsecured and bear interest at 
from 10% to 13% per annum. Included is a note receivable for 
5330,335 which is due December 1, 1987. The remaining notes 
receivable have no fixed maturity dates. 


.Note 3 - Notes payable 

■*' .Notes payable at April 3 0, 1986 consist of: 

- -.-.Notes Payable — secured ••■^=rby 
reinvestment in metals, -interest 
payable at 1 l/2%—above—the prime 

' j_.rate r tvo .days prior to • • maturity. 

-.Each note matures. 120 days •-'^-from 



issuance 


5 3,532,873 


"Notes-Payable - unsecured, due within 
1 -year 'with interest payable . at .110% 
per '.'annum. 


1,383,766 


$ *,916,639 


See Accountants' Compilation Report 
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CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OP CALIFORNIA 
NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENT 
A3 of April 30, 1986 
(Continued) 


Note 4 - Loss Contingencies 


The • • Internal Revenue Service and the Employment 
Development Department have made assertions that the Church 
of Scientology of California owes employment taxes, 
penalties, and interest of $4,4*45,454 for the years 
subsequent to 1975. Also, the Internal Revenue Service has 
assessed income taxes, penalties, and interest of $7,894,574 
for the years 1973 and 1974. Payment of the income tax 
assessment is contingent on the result of pending litigation. 
The Church has pledged the land and building which secures 
the mortgage receivable and the Certificate of Deposit as 
collateral for possible payment of income taxes for 1973 and 
1974. It is not possible at this time to evaluate the 
livelihood of the Internal Revenue Service -and Employment 
Development Department prevailing in their claims. --'7— 


Additionally,":'-the -Church is vthedefendant in certaini 
.. litigation.tit:*is .not possible at -this .time to reevaluate-- the 
^.livelihood ‘.-of • *. recovery against,'the'.Church ; in -the litigation, ; 
: snoc :thV*"potential pliability to the ■• Cha r ch;r e s ul t i n g.yf r om "the 
^.claims ^asserted Jin -the litigation.^^^t^jjT^' y* 



.yNote 5 \.-;.Gain ^Contingencies ^Sdsrr.'Js, 

c :i:^TfThe t -i2hwcchZia ^appealing the •gpaymeht '-of JI $2;946 ,920 Tin 
_i.hcometax espenalties, .and interest to .the .internal-Revenue 
^'Service for'ithe -years 1970-1972. It is *hot possible, at this 
-"time i-^to -^evaluate .-. the livelihood of .the.Church prevailing in 
rita '* --- 


Additionally, the Church i 3 the plaintiff in certain 
litigation. It is not possible at this time to evaluate the 
livelihood of.the Church prevailing in .the litigation, nor to 
estimate -ithe * amount of any possible recovery to be realized 
from this" iitigation. - '.*••■* * 


See Accountants' Compilation Report 









HUBBARD COMMUNICATIONS OFFICE 
Saint Hill Manor, East Grinstead, Sussex 


HCO POLICY LETTER OF I MAY 1965 
Issue il 

Rcmunco 
Exec Hiu 
Coram Hati 
D Imp 6c Rpu Hiu 

ORDER BOARD AND TIME MACHINE 


Executives must have and use an “Order Board”. 

In Scientology if it is not written it is not true. That’s a major policy. 

It applies to aiL 

Every order an Executive issues must be in writing. 

He does this on a Clip Board. There is a sheaf of paper on it of his Division’s 
colour. It has a sheet of penal carbon and a bail-point slipped through the top of the 
clip. It can hare a hook on the back to slip on a belt for persons walking about. This is 
the Order Board. 

Even when one gives a verbal order it is also written down. 

The executive keeps no copies of his orders. This is done by the Department of 
Inspection and Reports. 

The original is handed to the person being ordered. The other is sent to the 
Inspection section of the Department of Inspection and Reports. If one is away from 
his Comm station, the carbons are left on the Order Board until one returns, when the 
copies are ail sent to Inspection. 

COMMUNICATOR ACTION 

The carbon of an order is sent to Inspection because it is obviously a carbon copy 
and an order. It is not otherwise designated. 

An original sent through the Comm Lines is obviously an original order as it is not 
a carbon. It is simply del i vere d to the addressee’s basket. 

JUNIOR'S ACTION 

The p erso n receiving the order does it, says he has (or couldn’t) on the original 
order he r ec ei ved and sends it TO INSPECTION. However even if he sends it to his 
issuing superior the Communicator sends it to Inspection only. 

INSPECTION ACTION 

Inspection has a Time Machine. This is a series of baskets advanced one basket 
every morning. 

A carbon of an order is placed in today’s basket. 

When the original comes in, the carbon is dug out of the basket (by date and 
colour flash) and original and carbon are clipped together and routed to the issuing 
executive. &HIRIT °AP. 

Orders not complied with in one weeic of course fail off the Time Machine by 
- : mdav. (It was filled one week ago and advanced 

2-07 









A copy is made of the order and it is sent to Ethics for filing in thestaiT member's 
Ethics folder and counts as a report against the staff” member. 

The carbon is returned to issuing Executive to show his order has not been 
complied with, so that he can handle the situation. No report from the Executive is 
required in this instance as a copy is already in Ethics. 

The Executive should investigate or ask Ethics to do so if the matter is of 
considerable importance. 

If an original is returned to Inspection which has no carbon, it is copied and held 
and the copy is sent to the Executive with a “Sir, there is a lost carbon of your order. 
Did you fail to turn one in?“ This disciplines a forgetful executive. When inspection 
receives the answer it attaches the original to it and sends it back to the Executive 


VERBAL ORDER 


A junior may report a verbal order to Ethics as it places his statistics and job in 
danger by leaving it open to have it said the order was otherwise 


PROJECT ORDER 


If something requires more than two weeks to do it is a profeet and cannot be 
ordered without clearance from the Office of LRH Design and P anning Authority 
section, if a project has been okayed it has a number and its number must be put on 
the order as Project Number —. 

Inspections file projects in their own files. This is also Time Machined by one 
month’s emptying of a file drawer or one year's emptying of a file drawer. Projects run 
only for one month or one year and must be routinely inspected by Inspections which 
then reports to the Office of LRH with any progre ss or lack of it. 


URGENT ORDERS 


Orders marked Urgent by an Executive are entered into a one day time machine 
and handled in one day as described above for one week. 


'll RON HUBBARD 


LRH:mh.rd 
Copyright© 1965 
by L. Ron Hubbard 
ALL RIGHTS RESERVED 
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EXHIBIT _ FOR ID 

' PAT AYERS..NP-CSR 

DATE _ 

WITNESS :1 ■ CL 
n AGE ..1 _ OF 


//_ / - 8G 


DECLARATION OF GERALD ARMSTRONG 


, Gerald Armstrong, declare: 


1. I am making this declaration in support of an 
opposition to plaintiff organization's motion for summary 
adjudication. 


2. The organization’s motion deals with a serious 
issue, one which affects the life of potentially thousands of 
individuals, and one which has become for me emotionally 
devastating and mind-altering, in a manner which is illogrcai 
and perverse. The realization that the oeoDle behind this 


__O w . 


attorneys ana the rew wno control organization money, 
at nothing, no lie, or perversion of reality, no act, to, as 
Hubbard ordered, ruin me utterly, has some time age gone far 


beyond a passing thought. 


3. Mr. Peterson's argument in the summary adjudication 
motion is that "by 1978 (I.) knew, or reasonably should have 
known" about the violations of my pc files, and that because my 
cross-complaint was filed in September - 1982, my~causes"of - action 
for fraud, intentional infliction of emotional distress and 


breach of contract as they relate to the organization's 
violations of my pc files are barred by applicable statutes of 
limitation. Mr. Peterson twists what I knew in 1978 with what I 


knew in the fall of 1981 and what I learned subsequently. The 
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whole statute of limitations argument is rendered ludicrous, 
however, by the fact that the organisation and its attorneys 


have continued both the fraud of promised sanctity of pc files 
and violation thereof right up to the present time. Attached 
hereto as Exhibit A is a copy of the organization's "objection 
to release of preclear files "dated July 3, 1986 filed with this 
Court. At p. 2 of this document, organization attorney Donald 
Randolph states: "only within the last few weeks have these 
files been copied, indexed and reviewed by counsel." Mr. 
Randolph included in the "objection" several pages of statements 
he gloats were culled from my pc files. I have blacked out 
these statements in the document copy attached. 

4. Attached hereto as Exhibit 3 is a copy of a 


declaration dated December 13, 1983 which I wrote to support a 

notion to get my pc files delivered to me. At p. 3 I state, "I 
io not waive the (priest-penitent) privilege, and ir. fact I 
insist upon it." In a demonstration of the organizations's 
nalevolent intent, Mr. Randolph asks this Court a p. 5 of the 
'objection" to "require Armstrong and his counsel to provide a 
/aiver of the priest-penitent privilege." To veil the 
jrganization's antisocial acts with an illusion of legitimacy. 


Ir. Randolph states at p. 6 of the "objection" that if - I even 
ibtain copies of my pc files (part of which I do now have) the 
irganization "will be forced against its wishes, to utilize the 
same documentation in its defense as evidence of Armstrong's 
:haracter and perjurious statements." This is blackmail. And 


.t is the clearest proof of the sanctity fraud, the 

__ n - ° 
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organization's actual policy regarding use of 


confidential" 


file information against the pc, and the basic fraud of Hubbard 
and his creation. 

5. Attached hereto as Exhibit c is a declaration dated 
July 14, 1985 written by Frank K. Flinn, 3.D., Ph.D., the j 

organization's "religious expert." This declaration was filed 
in this case along with the organization's "response," of July 
30, 1985 to the Court's July 2, 1985 Discovery Order. At 
pp. 18-20, Dr. Flinn compares Scientology's policies and 
practices regarding the "sanctity" of pre-ciear files with those 
of other "religions." 

"Another religious practice of the Church of 
Scientology which has come under scrutiny is the issue 
of the confidentiality exercised with respect to the 
auditing records of members and especially of the 
"pre-ciear files" of upper-level church members. I 
find the practice of the Church of Scientology in this 

| 

regard fully in keeping with the practices of other 
religions. 

__In..general ,___there _are two_funaamental reasons why_ 

churches, including the Church of Scientology, seek 
confidentiality with regard to unauthorized examination 
of spiritual records. The first is to preserve the 
sanctity of the spiritual privacy of the believer. 

2 ?/ 
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In regard to the first reason, the spiritual privacy 
ofthe believer, Scientology is like every religion 
known to me. The Roman Catholic Church protects the 
priest-penitent relationship with the severest of 
sanctions, including dismissal from priestly office and 
expulsion from the Church itself. Upon ordination 
priests take an oath of the "confessional seal" before 
they are allowed to hear the confession of sins and 
administer official spiritual counselling. My pastor, 
a Monsignor in the Roman Catholic Church, has testified 
to me that he would undergo imprisonment and death 
before revealing the contents of any confession, 
whether this revelation was demanded by the President 
of the United States or bv the Pcoe of Rome. 


Abuse of the archive and unauthorized divulging of 
information can bring severe penalties, including 
demotion from office, penances and even 
excommunication. 

Most Protestant denominations have similar regulations 
and penalties in their respective church polities. 
Likewise Scientology has codes of conduct for auditors 


and other officials regarding authorized files. - ' The 
Church does not allow any outsider access to a 
parishioner's files as a matter of priest-pentient 
privilege, as is the case with other churches. 
Confidentiality of this type of material touches on the 
nerve center of religion itself. The historical .record 
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shows that no church lightly suffers the intrusion into 
such records by the government or any other outside 
agency. The history of the Reign of Terror in France 
reveals the great number of priests who went to the 
guillotine rather than break the confessional seal.". 

i 

| 

Neither the President, the Pope, this Court nor anyone 
'other than the organisations' leaders and attorneys ordered the 
'violations of the "sanctity" of my pc files. These leaders and 
jthe attorneys reveal a radically different standard of conduct 
and ethics from that of the ministers of "other religions" who 

went to the guillotine rather than divulge the confessions of 

I 

their preciears. 
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6. Attached hereto as Exhibit D is a dec_araticr. 
isigned by Reverend Ken Hoden, "president" of one of the new 
"corporations" "divested" recently by the "California" 
organisation. This declaration was also filed in this case with 
the "response" to the July 2, 1985 Discovery Order. 


i 


Mr. Hoden states at par. 3: 

"Materials and information stored or recorded within 
the confessional folders (PC folders) are confidential 
and privileged. Our religious doctrine prohibits any 
parishioner or person receiving pastoral counselling 
(auditing) from viewing the contents of their folders. 
Our religious doctrines also prohibit any external 
dissemination of preclear folders. Even cur attorneys 
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are forbidden to review these folders. The only people 
who are allowed to view the pastoral counselling 
folders are authorized Church ministers. 

Yet, my pc files were given to attorneys, culled and 
used against me. Mr. Randolph even defines the statements he 
culled from my "confidential" pc files "as admissions against 
Armstrong’s interest." It is clear that the defense the 
organization's attorneys have desperately devised to their 
inhuman and criminal actions is the threatened divulgence of the 
materials culled from my pc files and my resultant hoped and 
worked for emotional disintegration. The filing of the culled 
statements "under seal" is a cheap attempt to give an appearance 
of morality to the organization's perfidious act. Dozens of 
organization attorneys, staff members, and attorney staff have 
seen the culled statements. They were placed in front of the 
Judge in this case, the individual who can most affect the 
outcome of this case and the rest of my life. Several of the 
incidents "culled" from my pc files as "admissions" never 
happened. Mr. Randolph and whoever helped him, in their 
ignorance of auditing and recklessness , have apparently culled 
imaginary "past life" incidents or have created the incidents 
out of whole cloth. For several other incidents, Mr. Randolph's 
interpretation is twisted beyond recognition. When he states ...at 
p. 2 that "the Church still maintains that the sanctity of the 
confessional must be placed above all other concerns," he lays 
to rest Mr. Peterson's statute of limitations argument because 
he shows that the fraud is continuing. The organization 


is still claiming out of one side of its mouth that 
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the sanctity of pc files is its paramount concern while cut the 
other side it spits its victims 1 innermost thougnts and secrets 
and when these treacherously obtained and used thoughts and 
secrets are not sufficiently juicy to achieve the organization's 
black PR ends, it has someone fabricate them. 

7. At p. 8 of the summary adjudication motion Mr. 
Peterson states: 

"The only way Armstrong can avoid the bar of the 
statute of limitations is by proving that he did not 
and could not have discovered the events alleged in his 
Cross Complaint any earlier than he did." 

As has already been shown the culling of my filed 
admitted to bv the organization occurred in 1986 and I only 
learned of this fact in July this year, almost four years after 
the filing of the cross-complaint. Attached hereto as Exhibit E 
is a page from what the organization produced as my "3-1 time 
track." The entry at April 7, 1980 is taken from my pc files 
(in session). I only learned of this culling in March 1985 when 
the organization produced some 3-1 materials in the 
Christofferson case in Oregon. Even using the organization's 
date for the culled incident of April 7, 1980, this is two years 
after the 1978 date Mr. Peterson would like the Court to use. 

And when I learned of this culling is two and half years after 
the filing of the cross-complaint. Attached hereto as Exhibit F 
is a document entitled "Gerry Armstrong Project" dated February 
17, 1982. Step 2 reads: 

"Go through his files and folders to extract the names 
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of people who knew him and who are still well connected 
up and completely trustworthy. Interview these people 
to find out who Gerry's close friends were and to see 
if he had any relatives in this area (we could then 
follow up to see if he might be staying with them). 

This is the use of my pc files for intelligence data to be used 
against me. Attached hereto as Exhibit G is a "daily report 
dated February 22, 1982, from Assistant Guardian for 
Intelligence (AGI), Brad Ballentine to his organisational 
j seniors at GCUS. He states in the fourth paragraph: 

"SU (Special Unit, the name for the Gilman Hotspri.ng 

compound) and Flag (the Clearwater, Florida base) have 

’ j 

sent us all their files on him (Armstrong)." 

"Us" is the GO intelligence bureau. I only learned cf 
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intelligence bureau and this use to which they were then put ir. 
March 1985, again two and half years after the filing cf the 
cross-complaint. Attached hereto as Exhibit H is a declaration 
dated May 7, 1985 written by me in support of efforts to obtain 

my pc files from the organization, and prevent its continued 

i 

violations of them. In paragraphs 5 through 9 I describe an 

organization intelligence operation involving the use of my pc 

I 

files to entrap me. Much of the operation occurred in 1984, 

; some six years after Mr. Peterson claims I should have known 

j 

' about it. I only became aware of the operation in April 1985 
when organization attorneys used its product to attack me in the 
Christofferson case. It's perhaps unfortunate for the 
organization that it gave my pc files to the intelligence bureau 
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them to set up the illegal videotaping of me in 1984, 
and again culled my files to concoct the "objection 
to release of preciear files" in 1986, since in so 
doing it lost any shot it may have had at obtaining a 
summary adjudication based on the statutes of 
limitations. The organization's misfortune cannot 
begin, however, to compare with the pain and anguish 
it subjected me to with these acts. If the 
organization had acted decently, and not violated 
either overtly or covertly, my pc files, the 
situation today might be quite different. 


3. Even without considering the pc file violations 
after I left the organization in 1981 or even bach 
into the 1970's, the summary adjudication motion 
still falls because I had been rendered by the 
organization and Hubbard, until I began to come to my 
senses in late 1981, something different from "a 
reasonably prudent person." Mr. Peterson has 
selected statements from some of my response to 
interrogatories as "admissions against (my) own 
interest" to show that I learned of the culling in 
the 1970's while in the organization. From the same 
responses used by Mr. Peterson, attached to his 
motion as Exhibit A, I have excerpted the following 
three statements by me which show why a reasonably 
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prudent person perceiving the same tip of the pc file violation 
iceberg that I did in the 1970s would or should have feld in 
disgust and filed suit for the fraud and related crimes and torts, 
and why I could not. 

P.6 "In 1976 while locked up and guarded by the 
Guardian's Office on the orders of L. Ron Hubbard, I was 
told that my auditing reprts were being gone through by 
GO staff. Had I protested this action, I would have 
remained locked up indefinitely. I had no control of my 
preclear folders, nor any control of those who had 
access to them. My will was broken by this time, and I 
was effectively controlled and manipulated by L. Ron 
Hubbard and the organization. 

In 1976 through through December zf 1977, I was 


assigned to 

and 

kapt on 

£ o 13 p IT h ’/ 

L. Pon Hubbard a 

those under 

his 

control 

A system 

of control and 

deprivation 

was 

exerted 

over me thr 

ouchout this per 


and a campaign of harassment and terror was directed 
against me and the RPF as ordered by Hubbard. 


P.9 "If I had known of the existence of this policy 
(GO 121669) and the practice of disclosure of 
"confidential" session information, I would never have 
become involved with Scientology. I was brought along 
as far as I went with the organization by the 
systematic trickery and manipulation by L. Ron Hubbard 
and the organization. 
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P.23 "I spent from July 1, 1976 to December 1, 1977 on 

the RPF on Hubbard*s order. I was humiliated, degraded, 
terrorized and defrauded by Hubbard during this period. 

I underwent tremendous emotional trauma and lost self 
respect and rationality. 

The proof of the mind manipulation run by Hubbard and the 
organization is that I stayed so long after so much degradation 
and betrayal. Only in late 1981 when I spotted Hubbard as the 
source of the fraud and the organization's antisocial conduct, and 
after leaving the organization when the control mechanisms began 
to fall away,did I become aware of the criminal significance of 
pc file culling and the fraud which makes it possible. 


ns ; 


9. Hubbard also used the auditing process itsel:, by 
which he claimed to be free icq o eo d 1e , to subtly orocram tnem to 
not even think a critical thought about the deplorable condit 
in which they were kept, including a questioning or auditing or 
the pc file violations which might be observed or heard about. 
During any auditing session, if the preclear makes any critical 
comment, the auditor will immediately demand of the preciear any 
"overt", that is any misdeed, crime or intentionally harmful act, 
he has committed. In Hubbard's system, any criticism meant that 
the person making it had a hidden undisclosed crime. One or his 
bulletins, "Session Must-nots," attached hereto as Exhibit I, 
states this point: 

"When a pc is critical of the auditor, the organization 

or any of the many things in life, this is always a 
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symDtom of overts priorly committed by the pc. 
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This is a sweeping fully embracive statement: - ana a 
true one. There are no criticisms in the absence of 
overts committed earlier by the pc. 

Very soon after some auditing in the Sea Organization I learned 
that any criticism I hadmeant I had done something bad, and after 
a while I even was stopped from thinking any thought critical 
of Hubbard or the organization. In Hubbard's dictionary of 
Scientology terms, a "critical thought" in fact is defined as "a 
symptom of an overt act having been committed." The page from 
the dictionary is attached hereto as Exhibit J. This concept, 
although programmed into people in auditing, pervaded every part 
or aspect of the organization. So the criticisms of a staff 
member about Hubbard's or the GO's practices, and specifically 


oc file violations, were not listenec 


. .V i. 


investigated or sec checked for his "crimes." 3v contrast, 
however, it could never be thought that Hubbard, who was 
constantly critical of doctors, judges, scientists, psychologists 
government, teachers, and especially Scientologists and Sea Org 
members, had himself committed crimes or overts, because such a 
thought about him was clearly "critical." Thus he achieved almost 
absolute mind control. 


motion, 


10. Beginning at page 10 of the summary adjudication 
Mr. Peterson makes a confusing argument that: 

"Armstrong is barred by Statute of Limitations from 
asserting Scientology's religious status, and auditing 

benefits as "misreDresentations" as Armstrong had a 
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duty to investigate these "facts" more than 3 years 
prior to date of cross-complaint. 

Mr. Peterson further states at p. 14: 


"Clearly, if Armstrong is to be believed, he was aware 
of what he terms the scientific non-religious nature 
of Scientology no later than 1975. 

How that helps the organization's position is baffling. It is 
the basis of the whole Hubbarcian fraud. It was Hubbard's 
scientific guarantees for auditing and Scientology which were the 
lure into the organization. Even the promise of auditing 
confidentiality was given in scientific terms and differentiated 
from "religious confessions" which Hubbard claimed had 
degenerated into "a kind of blackmail." In his bulletin of 
January 21, 1960, attached hereto as Exhibit K he stated: 

"Some churches used a mechanism of confession. This 
was a limited effort to relieve a person of his overt 
acts. Later the mechanism of confession was employed 
"as a kdrrd of blackmail by which increased contribution 
could be obtained from the person confessing. Factually 
this is a limited mechanism to such an extent that it 
can be extremely dangerous. Religious confession does 
not carry with it any real stress of responsibility 
for the individual but on the contrary seeks to lay 
responsibility at the door of the Divinity — a sort of 
blasphemy in itself. I have no axe to grind here with 
religion. Religion as religion is fairly natural. But 
psychotherapy must be in itself a completed fact or, as 

we all know, it can become a dangerous fact. 
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Hubbard goes on in the same bulletin to ask auditors to "make 
your pc write these overts and withholds down and sign them and 
send them off to me." His motivation for this policy is not 
altruistic, and it only became clear to me in 1981. 

The other part of Mr. Peterson's argument is that since 
I had some doubts in my early Scientology years I had a duty from 
that point to investigate. Mr. Peterson includes in the testimony 
from the trial in the underlying case, however, at p. 15 of the 
motion my statement of what happened when I did question the fact 
that the auditing I had had did not resolve what I considered 
the essential problem: "I was told after doing the auditing steps 
that that would only happen at Clear." And "clear" only happened 
around 1979, and that did not produce the promised results of 

i 

; auditing, but I was told these would happen at another "higher 
level railed 1 -II. In other words an aspect or the continuing 
fraud was bait and switch. 

i 

Attached hereto as Exhibit L is a policy written by 
Hubbard dated February 25, 1966 entitled Attacks on Scientology" j 

wherein he orders: 

"NEVER agree to an investigation of Scientology. ONLY 

agree to an investigation of the attackers." 

The investigation Mr. Peterson is seeking to convince the Court 

I had a"duty" to make was impossible. In fact I did something 

of an investigation in 1980 and 1981 when it was somewhat 

possible and the results of the investigation were a major factor 

in my leaving the organization and Hubbard. 

11. Mr. Peterson claims at p. 16 of the motion that the 

intentional infliction of emotional distress cause of action lis 

exhibit _-l— page-U;— 
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barred by the statute of limitations in regards to the pc file 
violations since I was emotionally distressed in 1976 and 1977 
I while I was locked, in the RPF and generally being manipulated 
' and degraded on a daily basis by the organization on Hubbard's 
I orders. Mr. Peterson's argument is hollow since culling of my 
files occurred as well, as has been shown above, in the 1980s and 
as recently as July this year. The emotional distress I have 
' experienced from the 1986 culling alone is beyond description. 

Mr. Peterson's argument that I am barred by the statute of 
limitations because of my knowledge in the 1970s that pc file 
culling occurred is like telling a victim of years of abuse that 
he or she cannot do anything about it because the abuse has gone 
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: on so long. 
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Interrogatory no. 16, the response to which 


'I 


Petersen has cuoted from at r. 


; tate: 


"With regard to the second cause c: action of your sirs - 
amended cross-complaint for damages for alleged 
intentional infliction of emotional distress against 
cross-defendants Scientology and Hubbard, to the extent 
you have not done so, in response to the above 
interrogatory, provide the following factual basis for 
such cause of action: 

A. The specific and full factual basis for all the 
allegations contained in said cause of action. 

Mr. Peterson's assumption that the date that I "first suffered 
severe emotional distress as a consequence" of realizing the 
organization had and would my innermost thougnts and secrets, 
was "by 1978" is erroneous. And the conclusion, at p. 18 or the 
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! motion, that "Armstrong had knowledge of what he contends were all 
| the above referenced breaches of the so-called contract no later 
than December 1, 1977," and at p. 3 that "(i)n reality, 

' Armstrong has not testified that he knew anything in the Fall of 
i 1981 that he had not already known as of 1978, by the latest" 

; omit any reference to and attempt to slip by the whole biography 
1 project, Hubbard's archives and the underlying case which the 
j organization brought. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of 

I 

the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed this first day of November, 1986 at Boston, 
Massachusetts. 


II 

/ ~ Jeraid Arrrhrtror.a 



19 

i 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 ' 



1 I r 


- 16 - 
































JOHN G. PETERSON 

PETERSON AND BRYNAN 

8530 Wilshira Boulevard, Suita 407 

Beverly Hills, California 90211 

(213) 659-9965 

DONALD C. RANDOLPH 
A Member of 

OVERLAND, BERKS, WESLEY, GITS, 

RANDOLPH £ LEVANAS 
A Professional Corporation 
2566 Overland Avenue, Seventh Floor 
Los Angeles, California 90064 
(213) 559-8150 

Attorneys for Plaintiff and Cross-Defendant 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

CHURCH OF -SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, a California 
Corporation, 

Plaintiff, 
v. 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, et al.. 

Defendants. 


) 

AND RELATED CROSS-ACTION ) 

-’ , -i 

EXHIBIT __Lri_ PAGE_L 

X • 

INTRODUCTION 

The Church has fought, at all times herein, to protect 
Armstrong's privacy, and the privacy of its other 
parishioners, by refusing to produce the preclear files 
relating to Armstrong for an In camera inspection. 

Needless to say, the Church does not wish to jeopardize its 
ability to provide religious services to all of its 
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) PRECLEAR FILES 
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adherents simply because one ex-member lacks respect for its 
religious principles. The Church urges this Court to consider 
carefully, as several other courts have done, the potential 
adverse impact on religious confidentiality for all Church 
members which arises from Armstrong's own attempts at 
self-destruction through insisting that his preclear files 
become discoverable. 

Throughout this litigation, the Church has maintained 
these files securely and in confidence, and only within the 
last few weeks have these files been copied, indexed and 
reviewed by counsel in preparation for their production as 
ordered by this Court. As is evident below, the Church has 
very obviously rot utilized or disseminated the information 
contained in these files at any point. As is also evident 
below, there is significant information contained in these 
files which is directly contradictory and otherwise quite 
detrimental to Armstrong's assertions in support of his case. 
Additionally, there is a great deal of information contained 
in the files which is undoubtedly personally embarrassing to 
Mr. Armstrong and extremely destructive to his reputation and 
credibility. Nonetheless, even in full awareness of the 
damage that the contents of these files could inflict upon 
Armstrong and his claims, the Church still urges this Court to 
maintain the privacy of the documents and the information 
contained therein. This position is not based upon any 
overriding concern for Armstrong's welfare; rather, the Church 
still maintains that the sanctity of the confessional must be 

placed above all other concerns. ^ r)G 2 Cl 
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II. 


APPROPRIATE ALTERNATIVES AVAILABLE TO THIS COURT 
In Hollggshela v. Church of Scientology of California, 
et al. . Los Angeles Superior Court No. C 332 027, the 
Honorable Ronald Swearinger was faced with a similar, although 
possibly even more serious, situation. In that case, 
plaintiff Larry Wollershein had alleged that the pastoral 
counseling delivered to him by the Church had directly 
resulted in physical and emotional damage to him. He further 
alleged that the preclear files pertaining to him were 
directly relevant as evidence of this damage, and the 
intentional or negligent infliction emotional distress to 
him. 

As in the case herein, the production of the preclear 
files relating to Larry Wollershein occurred in stages, with 
the Church bringing to the Court's attention at each stage the 
relevant objections. On February 23, 1986, Judge Swearinger 

required plaintiff Wollershein to inform the Court that a 
knowing and informed waiver of the priest-penitent privilege 
was being made. (See Declaration of John G. Peterson, attached 
hereto as Exhibit "A".) 

On March 13, 1986, Judge Swearinger took note of the 
November 5, 1985 Order issued by the Honorable Judge Mariana 

Pfaelrer in the case of Religious Technology Center, _St. flit, 

v. Larrv Wollershein. et al. . U.S.D.C. C.D.Ca. Civil Action 
No. S5-7197-MRP. That Order described as "confidential 
religious scriptures" the materials known within the Church a3 
"(1) Solo Part II, (2) Power, (3) R6EW, (4) DCSI, (5) Sunshine 
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Rundown, (6) Clearing Course, (7) OT I, (8) OT II, (9) OT III, 
. . ." (Sea Temporary Restraining Order, attached hereto as 
Exhibit "3".) Following the decision reached by Judge 
Pfaelzer, Judge Swearinger ordered that "[w]e are not going 
into the contents of those upper level materials." (See March 
13, 1986 Trial Transcript, pp. 2208-2209, attached hereto as 
Exhibit "C".) Judge Swearinger reiterated on April 3, 1986 
that no testimony from the upper levels materials, being 
defined as "Power through NOTS", would be allowed into the 
trial of the action. (See April 3, 1986 Trial Transcript, pp. 
4786-4787, attached hereto as Exhibit "D".) Thereafter, the 
preclear files were produced to Judge Swearinger for his lr. 
camera inspection. The files containing upper level 
materials were not required to be produced, and were not 
produced. 

On May 6, 1986, after Judge Swearinger had thoroughly 

reviewed the contents of the files, a discussion was held 
concerning the "tremendous confusion and side shows" that the 
introduction of the preclear files into the Wollersheim case 
would create. (See May 6, 1986 Trial Transcript, p. 7571, 
attached hereto as Exhibit "E".) 

A procedure whereby the files were maintained by the 
Court, but in which Wollersheim and his counsel could review 
them in the presence of a referee, was established. No such 
review occurred, apparently due to a decision by Wollersheim 
and his counsel that the interests balanced by the information 
contained in those files becoming public or staying private 
came down on the side of privacy. ^c>S> pxhirit -3) panr 
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The alternative suggested by the Wollersheln case is 
completely applicable and appropriate to the case herein. The 
Church has not produced the three files pertaining to 
Armstrong which contain "confidential religious scriptures". 
Those files, covering the time period from just a portion of 
1978 into early 1980, include "(1) Solo Part II, . . . (6) 

Clearing Course, (7) OT I, (8) OT II, [and] (9) OT III" 
materials. It has, however, produced for inspection the 
twenty-five files covering the time period from Armstrong's 
first pastoral counseling, in 1970, up through the portion of 
1978 when he engaged in the confidential upper level 
counseling. This Court should require only the production of 
the preclear files already produced. 

This Court should also, as was established by the 
Wol 1ersheIn court, require Armstrong and his counsel to 
provide a waiver of the priest-penitent privilege prior to any 
review of the files which have been produced. The procedure 
formulated by Judge Swearinger, which would allow Armstrong and 
his counsel to review the files in the presence of a referee, 
is likewise completely appropriate for the case herein. Upon 
completion of his review, this Court should require Armstrong 
to specifically state which documents support his claims. The 
Church is confident that Armstrong will be unable to 
demonstrate any support for his claims that Armstrong's 
files were "culled" for the simple reason that no such action 
has occurred. 

It seems highly unlikely that Armstrong and hio counsel, 

once they have reviewed these files, will still insist on 
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making their contents a part of this case as such an action 
will create only harm to Armstrong. The Church has not 
utilized these files in any way for this litigation, and 
repeats its offer at this time to destroy the files, and any 
copies thereof, in Armstrong and/or his counsel's presence 
should they nov be willing to adopt this course of action. 

III. 

INFORMATION IN THE PRECLEAR FILES IS HARMFUL 
TO ARMSTRONG'S CASE AND CHARACTER 
If Armstrong insists on making the contents- of these 
files a part of this case by obtaining copies of them, and if 
the Court does not reconsider its intention to release these 
preclear files to Armstrong, the Church will be forced, 
against its wishes, to utilize the same documentation in its 
defense as evidence of Armstrong's character and perjurious 
statements. 

A. Statements Regarding Armstrong's Case 

The files contain numerous references to admissions by 
Armstrong which are directly contradictory to his allegations 
in the Third Amended Cross-Complaint as well as 
representations made directly to this Court in various 
declarations. Information in this regard includes the 

following: exhirit "-3 cw-.v' 

On November 13, 1977, Armstrong commented to his 
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2. On October 24, 1977, Armstrong informed his minister 



3. On October 16, 1977, Armstrong informed his minister 
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4. On September 20, 1977, Armstrong informed his 
minister that 

5. On September 2, 1977, Armstrong confessed to his 
minister that 





6. On May 5, 1977, Armstrong informed his minister that, 

$ jjjj o 

7* On February 27, 1977, Armstrong informed his minister 
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8. On February 26, 1977, Armstrong described the 


All of the above statements by Armstrong are highly 
relevant to this action. They lead to the inescapable 
conclusion that Armstrong has lied to this Court and, when 
that ultimately proves to be the case, contempt and dismissal 
of the action is the proper sanction. 

B. Statements Regarding Armstrong's Character 

Other admissions contained in these files, which go 
directly to Armstrong's credibility and character, include th 
following: 

1. Armstrong admitted to his ministers on numerous 




(see, e.g., statement of April 17 


statements); 


1970)/ 


(see, e.g., statements of December 
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31, 1972 and July 20, 1973) ; 


e.g., June 30, 1977 statement). 

2. Armstrong admitted to his ministers on numerous 
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, a.g., statements of Hay 23, 1970, 
July 13, 1974 and February 27, 1977); 

■ (see, a.g., statement of May 23, 1970); 

(September 

IT7 1976)(see, 
a.g., statement of December 8, 1976) ; 

■ sea, a.g., 

statements of Apr il 14, 1970, February 6, 1971 and August 12, 
1977) ; 

(see, e.g., 

statements of September IS, 1971 and February 26, 1972) 

3. Armstrong admitted to his ministers that 

(See, a.g., statement of July 25, 1973.) 
47 Armstrong admitted to his auditors on numerous 
occasions that, 






(See, a.g., statements of February 6, 1971; 
February 15, 1971; September 15, 1971; and October 10, 1972.) 

The above admissions, if the Church is ever forced to use 
them, must ba construed as admissions against Armstrong* s 
interest. They paint an incredibly sad picture of a pathetic 
and troubled individual who engaged in one illegal or deviant 
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act after another until entering the Church; who continued, 
although in a comparatively minor way, to practice his debased 
activities while a member of the Church; and who immediately 
resumed his extremely aberrated activities upon leaving the 
Church as demonstrated by his theft of thousands of pages of 
personal materials and his "talking pig" essay, a sickening 
"personal creative work" authored by Armstrong for potential 
publication. (See essay, attached hereto as Exhibit "F".) 

IV. 

THE DOCUMENT DATED NOVEMBER 26, 1976, 

MARKED BY THE COURT AS SEALED EXHIBIT NO. 600, 

IS NOT REPRESENTATIVE OF THE PRECLEAR FOLDERS 
The document selected by the Court and denoted as sealed 
Exhibit No. 600 in its Order of June 26, 1986 is not 
representative of the majority of the documents contained in 
the preclear files pertaining to Armstrong. The majority of 
the documents contained in these preclear files are notes 
taken by the ministers who delivered specific pastoral 
counseling processes to Armstrong. Their notes, as 
demonstrated above, reflect a great deal of spiritual 
reflection and unburdening by Armstrong. The document 
selected by this Court, however, is simply a review of an 
earlier pastoral counseling process delivered to Armstrong; 
its purpose was only to prepare Armstrong for additional 
pastoral counseling processes. 

Therefore, if the Court determines to release these files 
to Armstrong, the Church proposes the addition of several 
additional sealed exhibits as more truly being representative 
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of tho documents contained within these preclear files. The 
documents dated March 26, 1970, May 23, 1970, July 18, 1974, 
and February 22, 1977 are hereby requested for introduction as 
sealed Exhibits No. 601, 602, 603, and 604. 

V. 

FURTHER COMPLIANCE WITH THE COURT'S ORDER 
OF JULY 2, 1985 

Pursuant to this Court's Order of July 2, 1985, attached 
hereto as Exhibit "G" is a list of each of the pastoral 
counseling sessions contained within the preclear files by 
date, the name of the minister who counseled Armstrong, and 
the location where the counseling occurred when known. 

VI. 

CONCLUSION 

For the reasons set forth hereinabove, the Church urges 
this Court to allow Armstrong access to the preclear files for 
inspection without copying or the taking of notes only. Such 
an alternative will meet Armstrong's discovery cbjectives and 
yet maintain the integrity of the confessional files without 
interjecting their contents into thi3 litigation. The Church 
further urges this Court to require a waiver of the priest- 
penitent privilege from Armstrong and his counsel prior to any 
such inspection, to require a written statement specifying 

/ * / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / : X 

EXHIBIT ^ _ PAGE — -Z- 

/ / / 7/ r 












what documents support his claias, and to exclude any 
production of the "confidential religious scriptures". 


DATED: 


July 3, 1986 Respectfully subnitted, 

OVERLAND, BERKE, WESLEY, GITS, 
RANDOLPH & LEVANAS 


By: _ 

DONALD C. RANDOLPH 

Attorneys for Plaintiff and 
Cross-Defendant Church of 
Scientology of California 
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Church of 


I am the defendant and cross-complainant in the case of 
Scientology of California v. Armstrong, Case No. 


420153. 

2. I am making this Declaration to support a motion to have 
plaintiff deliver to me my "auditing" and "ethics" files, now in 
its or a connected organization's possession. 

3. During the process of "auditing" in Scientology, a 

person being "audited," hereafter referred to as "penitent," 
communicates to the clergyman, counselor, or therapist, 
hereafter referred to as "auditor," his innermost thoughts and 
relates incidents from his life which are emotionally charged, 
embarrassing or for which he could be blackmailed. The auditor 
writes down what the penitent says in "auditing reports." The 
auditor demands and records details such as time and place when 
an incident occurred, who was present, who knew about the 
incident, their relationship to the penitent and their address or 
general location. These "auditing reports" form, along with the 
auditor's notes and instructions made after the auditing 
sessions, the penitent's auditing files. My auditing files are 
from approximately one thousand hours of auditing and total over 
two feet in height. These are the files, along with my "ethics" 
files, and any copies, notes or excerpts from these files, that I 
seek to have delivered to me. fymirit O pagf 

4. When I became involved with Scientology, and when I 
joined the Sea Organization, I did so in part because of the 
promises made to me that auditing reports and statements made 
during auditing were to be absolutely confidential between 
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I auditor and penitent. I was told that these statements were 
treated like the confessions of Catholics to their priests, that 
|) they would never be passed on to others and would not be used 
against the penitent. I was never told of use of auditing 
information by the hierarchy of Scientology against penitents, 
nor of the fact that the hierarchy and the intelligence bureau 
personnel of Scientology had complete access to auditing files. 

My learning of the actual use to which auditing information is 
put was a major factor in my leaving the organization. The fact 
that the organization refuses to turn over my personal records 
by claiming they are "protected" by the "clergyman-penitent 
privilege" which they have for decades ignored and abused, is a 
situation designed by Scientology to bring about my emotional 
disintegration. 

5. I seek the delivery to me of my personal auditing and 
ethics files for a number of reasons. They are my property 
because they are my statements made as a penitent. As such, they 
are protected by the "clergyman-penitent privilege." Yet, I 
cannot exert the privilege, and stop the organization's use of 
these files as long as they remain in Scientology's possession. 

I seek an understanding from these records of what happened to me 
during ray thirteen years of involvement with Scientology. There 
are aspects of the mind control by Hubbard and the organization 
which as yet elude me. I worked over eleven years, virtually 
without pay and doing things as directed by Hubbard and the 
organization that no sane person would do. I feel that my 
auditing records will shed a great deal of light on this 
subject. My emotional stability I feel was damaged by 
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Scientology, both while inside and by the attacks on me after 
leaving, and the continued possession of my personal auditing 
records and violation of my rights does not allow any emotional 
healing. The organization or Hubbard and his agents will use the 
information from my personal auditing files against me, both in 
and out of the legal arena. I seek to prevent Hubbard and the 
organization from this abusive action. Hubbard and the 
organization have labelled me their "enemy" and a "suppressive 
person" (or one of the 2 1/2 percent most evil people in the 
world). They do not consider me a friend, and their motivation 
for retaining my personal auditing files is not friendship or 
interest in my welfare. They actively seek my destruction. 

6. During my years of involvement with Hubbard and 
Scientology I Learned by direct observation how the organization 
uses penitents' "confidential" auditing information. While 
working ir. the Guardian's Office and L. Ron Hubbard's 
Communications Bureau, I coded and decoded telexes which 
contained such information gleaned from auditing files. The 
information came from the Guardian's Office (or Intelligence 
Bureau), and without the knowledge of the penitents. The 
transmitted information dealt mainly with the penitents' sexual 
activities, their family, drug use, criminal activity in their 
jast, "buttons" (things which could be used to exert control over 
:he penitents), and things for which the penitents could be 
ilackmailed. In 1980 and 1981 I learned from Guardian's Office 
jperatives that because of its social unacceptability and legal 
>roblems they could no longer use auditing information directly. 


instead, they gleaned the information from auditing files then 
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sought out "third parties" or created "third parties" who could 
provide the same information. Since the auditing reports 
contained the time and place where incidents occurred, and who 
was present or knew about the incident, this was relatively easy 
to do. In 1980 I was asked by a GO operative to "verify" 
information taken from the auditing files of Tonja Burden, a 
young girl then considered an "enemy" of Scientolcgy. The 
operative knew details from Ms. Burden's "confidential" files and 
related these to me to see if I could be the "third party" to 
"provide" the information in a declaration or as a witness. 

7. A number of times during my involvement with 
Scientology I was ordered, either by Intelligence Bureau 
personnel or Hubbard's personal agents, to cull usable 
information f rom penitents' auditing files. The information 
culled was written or typed into lists and kept by tne GO or 
Hubbard's agents separate from the auditing files. This was 
standard practice with anyone who requested to leave or did leave 
the organization or was considered in any way a "threat." 
Jndoubtedly it has already occurred with ray "confidential" files, 
rhe classes of information I was ordered to extract from auditing 
reports were: anything concerning the penitents' sexual 
LCtivities, including time, place, form, event and names and 
iddresses of all sexual partners; any involvement with drugs, 
.ncluding time, place, form, event and names of anyone else 
nvolved; any criminal activities with complete details; anything 
or which the penitents could be blackmailed; any information on 
amily members, friends, associates, connections. In short, the 
nformation sought by the GO and Hubl^^rd's personal agents was 
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intelligence data exactly like that sought and used by the KGB or 
the Gestapo. 

8. Only in 1982, after leaving Hubbard's personal staff 
and the Sea Organization did I find that the practices regarding 
the use of "confidential" auditing files for intelligence 
purposes existed as written policy long before I joined the Sea 
Organization. In a Guardian's Order dated December 16, 1969, 
entitled PROGRAMME: INTELLIGENCE: INTERNAL SECURITY, Mary Sue 
Hubbard, then directly responsible to L. Ron Hubbard, wrote: 
"VITAL TARGETS: 

1. This Programme is to be done by the Asst. 

Guardian or the D/A/Guardian for Intelligence, 
if this post is held separately. 

2. To establish intelligence files on all 
such persons found to be infiltrators, double 
agents, and disaffected staff members. Scien¬ 
tologists and relatives of Scientologists. 

OPERATING TARGETS: 

1. To make full use of all files on the 
organization to effect your major target. 

These include personnel files, Ethics files. 

Dead files, _Central files, training files, 
processing files and requests for refunds. 

2. To assemble full data by investigation of 
each person located for possible use in case 
of attack or for use in preventing any attack 
and to keep files of such." (GO 121689 MSH, 
attached hereto as Attachment 1.) 
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If I had known of this policy and practice in 1969 I would never 
have become involved with Scientology. 

9. The public statement by Hubbard and the Scientology 
organizations is that the purpose of auditing is to free 
individuals. Yet the real use to which auditing is put is to 
entrap and control individuals. Many of the people in 
Scientology are Hubbard's unwitting dupes; they believe that, to 
some degree at least, their participation in the covert, and 
illegal use of confidential auditing files has something to do 
with freeing individuals. Hubbard's personal writings during 
the period of his creation of Dianetics and Scientology, however, 
reveal a completely different and very non-a 1 truistic motivation. 
In these writings, now under seal in the Court, Hubbard wrote 
tnat he wouic control this sector of the Universe, that ill men 
will bow down to his will, and that he has the rig.it to use 
men's minds. There are approximately two hundred pages of such 
writings presently under seal. These reveal Hubbard's intent to 
control people, his utter disregard for individuals' rights and 
his meglomania. The illegal use to which he and his organization 
have put and do put penitents' statements, made in confidence, 
fit with the pattern of Hubbard's life and his mental state as 
shown in the sealed documents.------- --- 


10. Hubbard's and Scientology's attorneys are knowing or 
unknowing participants in the illegal use of "confidential" 
penitents' files. Plaintiff's attorney, Karl Kohlweck, in 
refusing to produce my "ethics" file stated: 

"... 'ethics' files of parishioners of the 
Church of Scientology contain information 
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derived from confidential communications 
between the parishioners and ministers of the 
Church. Plaintiff Church of Scientology of 
California asserts the priest-penitent 
privilege with respect to the contents of such 
files." (Response to Defendant's First Request 
for Production of Documents attached hereto as 
Attachment 2.) 

Besides being ludicrous--the “Church" asserting the privilege for 
the penitent when the penitent himself is requesting the files— 
it is a clear example of obstruction of justice and abuse of the 
justice system. In my deposition of August 18, 1982, Mr. 

Kohlweck asked a series of questions which began: 

"Q Mr. Armstrong, isn't it a fact that 
during Decemoer of 1977 there was dispatch 
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concerning you, that you were approved for 
duty at the S. U. or Special Unit, provided you 
were not ever to be on C.M.O. or Commodore 
Staff Guardian lines nor at any time on G.O. 
lines. Guardian's Office lines, or any 
position senior to Messenger? Are you aware 
of such a dispatch?" (Deposition of Gerald 
Armstrong taken August 18, 1982, p.208, 
attached hereto as Attachment 2.) 

The "dispatch" Mr. Kohlweck appears to know in such detail I know 
to be from my "ethics" file. From not only this instance, but 
from a very long experience with Scientology, it is clear to me 
that the priest-penitent privilege means nothing to Hubbard or 
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the Scientologists he controls, other than as a vehicle to 

prevent the penitent from exerting his privilege, and at the same 
time selectively using the information from the files not 
relinquished to the penitent because they are "privileged." It 
is the penitent's privilege; it most certainly is not the 
organization's. It is just this sort of convoluted perversion of 
the law and the individual's rights which has been Hubbard's 
modus operandi for more than thirty years. 

11. My attorney has written CSC, requesting delivery to me 
of my “auditing" files and "ethics" files. The organization has 
not even responded, yet they have claimed these files are 
protected by the priest-penitent privilege. 

Evidence Code Section 1033 states: 

Privilege of Penitent: "Subject to Section 912, a 


penitent, whether or not a party, has a privilege 
to refuse to disclose, and to prevent another from 
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disclosing, a penitential communication if he 
claims the privilege." 

Section 912 deals with waiver of privilege. 

I do not waive the privilege, and in fact insist upon it. The 
only way I can exert the privilege and prevent CSC or Hubbard 
from disclosing my "penitential communications" is to have the 

"auditin g" and _"e thics" fil es._a nd all copies delivered to me. 

Yet CSC and Hubbard refuse, claiming "priest-penitent" privilege, 
which is mv privilege, not theirs. 

12. Hubbard has set the organization's policy regarding 
lawsuits 

"The law can be used very easily to harass. 
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and enough harassment on somebody who is 
simply on the thin edge anyway, well knowing 
that he is not authorized, will generally be 
sufficient to cause his professional decease. 

If possible, of course, ruin him utterly." 

(Level "0" Checksheet by L. Ron Hubbard, 
attached hereto as Attachment 4.) 

It is very clear that the refusal to deliver to me my "auditing'' 
and "ethics" files, which have no possible legal use to Hubbard 
or the organization, is simply harassment. Hubbard’s directed 
harassment of me has put me "on the thin edge" as he intended. I 
am deeply disturbed by the abuses and harassment by Hubbard and 
the people he controls and their desire to ruin me utterly. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is 
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DECLARATION OF FRANZ Z. FLINN 

1. I, Frank C. Flinn, reside at 7472 Cornell, St. Louis, Missouri 

63130. 

2. I an currently self-employed as a writer, editor, lecturer and 
consultant In the fields of theology and religion. I am also a Senior 
Religion Editor at the Edwin Mellen Press of Toronto and New York. 

3. I hold a Bachelor of Art3 degree in Philosophy (1962) from Quincy 
College, Quincy, Illinois; a Bachelor of Divinity degree (1966), magna cun 
laude , from Harvard Divinity School, Cambridge, Massachusetts; and a Ph.D. in 
Special Religious Studies (1981) from the University of St. Michael's 
College, Toronto School of Theology, Toronto, Ontario, Canada. I have also 
done advanced study at Harvard University, the University of Pennsylvania, 
and the University of Heidelberg, Germany. At the University of Heidelberg, I 
was a Fulbright Fellow, 1966-67. At the University of Pennsylvania, I was a 
National Defense Foreign Language Fellow, Title VI, 1968-69. 

4. Since 1962, I have devoted intense study to religious sectarian 
movements, ancient and modern. A portion of my doctoral studies was focussed 
specifically on the rise of new religious movements in the United States and 
abroad since Vorld Var II. That study included the investigation of new 
religions in terms of their belief systems, lifetstyles, use of religious 
language, leadership, motivation and sincerity, and the material conditions 
of their existence. 
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5. Prior co my present position, I Caught at Maryville College, St. 
Louis, Missouri, 1980-81; St. Louis University, St. Louis, Hiaaouri, 1977-79, 
where I vas Graduate Director of the Masters Program in Religion and 
Education; the University of Toronto, Ontario, 1976-77, where I was Tutor in 
Comparative Religion; St. John's College, Santa Fe, Hew Meric6, 1970-75, 
where I was Tutor in the Great Books Program; LaSalle College, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, Summers 1969-73, where I was Lecturer in Biblical Studies and 
the Anthropology of Religion; Boston College, Boston, Massachusetts, 1967-68, 
where I was Lecturer in Biblical Studies; and Newton College of the Sacred 
Heart, Newton, Massachusetts, where I was Lecturer in Biblical Studies. 

6. I am a member in good standing of Che American Academy of Religion, 
the Religious Education Association, the College Theology Society, the 
Council on Religion and Law, and am an associate member of the Christian 
Legal Society. I am a practicing Roman Catholic at All Saiocs Parish, 
University City, Missouri. 

7. Since 1968, I have lectured and written about various new religious 
movements which have arisen in the 19th and 20th centuries in the United 
States. In my lecture courses "Anthropology of Religion" (LaSalle College), 
"Comparative Religion" (University of Toronto) and "The American Religious 
Experience" (St. Louis University), I have dealt with such religious 
movements as the Great Awakening, Shakeri3m, Mormonism, Seventh Day 
Adventism, Jehovah's Witnesses, New Harmony, Oneida, 3rook Farm, Unification, 
Scientology, etc. I have published several articles and been general editor 
of books oq the topic of new religions. It is my policy not to testify about 
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a living religious group unless I have long-term, first-hand knowledge of 
chat group. I have been invited to testify on various aspects of the new 
religions before the U.S. Congress, the Ohio legislature, the Illinois 
legislature, and the Kansas legislature. I have delivered lectures on the 
topic of the new religious movements at colleges and universities in the 
United States, Canada and Europe. 

8. I have studied the Church of Scientology in depth since 1976. I have 
sufficiently sampled the vast literature of Scientology (its scriptures) to 
form the opinions expressed below. I have visited Scientology Churches in 
Toronto, Ontario, St. Louis, Missouri, Portland, Oregon, Clearwater, Florida, 
Los Angeles, and Pari3, France, where I familiarized myself with the 
day-to-day operations of Che Church. I have also conducted numerous 
interviews (spiritual biographies) of members of the Church of Scientology. I 
am also familiar with most of the literature 'written about Scientology, 
ranging from objective scholarship to Journalistic accounts, both favorable 
and unfavorable. 

9. The question has arisen in the mind 3 of soae as to whether 
Scientology is a religion. As a comparative scholar of religions, I maintain 
Chat for a movement to be a religioa and for a group Co constitute a church, 
it needs to manifest three characteristics, or marks, which are discernible 
in religions around the world. Below, I define these three characteristics. 

(a) First, a religion must possess a system of beliefs or 
doctrines which relate the believers to the ultimate meaning of 
life (God, the Supreme Being, the Inner Light, the 
Infinite, etc.). 


- 3 - o L\ n 

EXHIBIT is—i— w - 

^7 7 O 






I 


(b) Secondly, che system of beliefs oust issue into 
religious practices which can be divided into 1) norms 
for behavior (positive commands and negative prohibitions 
or taboos) and 2) rites and ceremonies (sacraments, 
initiations, ordinations, sermons, prayers, services for 
funerals and marriages, etc.). 

(b) Thirdly, the system of beliefs and practices must 
unite u body of believers so as to constitute an identifiable 
community which ia either hierarchical or 
congregational in polity and which possesses a spiritual 
way of life in harmony which the ultimate meaning of life 
as perceived by the believers. 

Hoc all religions will emphasize each of these characteristics to the 
same degree, but all will possess them in a perceptible way. 

10. On the basis of these three criteria and of my research into Che 
Church of Scientology, I can 3tate without hesitation that the Church of 
Scientology constitutes a bona fide religion. It possesses all the marks of 
religion known around the world: (1) a well-defined belief system, (2) which 
issues into religious practices (positive and negative norms for behavior and 
religious rites and ceremonies), and (3) which sustain the body of believers 
in an identifiable religious community. In terms of their belief system. 
Scientologists believe chat mankind i3 basically good, thac the spirit can be 
saved, and thac che healing of both physical and spiritual ills proceeds from 
Che spirit, which they define as "thetan." According to Scientology belief, 
"thetan" is immortal and has assumed various bodies in "past lives." This 
doctrine has many affinities with the Buddhist belief in samsara or che 
transmigration of the soul. Belief in the Supreme Being is expressed in 
terms of the "Eighth Dynamic" which is equivalent to God or Infinity. The 
Creed of Scientology can be compared to che classic Catholic creed of Nicaea, 
the Lutheran Augsburg Confession and the Presbyterian Westminster Confession. 
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11. La terms of religious practices, Scientology has many ceremonial 
religious forms which can be found in traditional religious groups, auch as 
initiation or baptism (which is called "naming" in Scientology), marriage, 
funerals, etc. However, the central religious practice of Scientology is 
auditing , which is comparable to the confession of sins and spiritual 
guidance among traditional religious groups. Scientologists make a 

distinction between reactive or passive mind and analytical or active mind. 
The reactive mind records what adherents call "engrams," which are like 
spiritual traces of pain, injury, or impact. The reactive mind is believed 
to retain engrams that go back to the fetal state and reach further back to 
past lives. The notion of engrao is functionally equivalent to the notioa of 
sin in Judaism and Christianity and bears close resemblance to the Buddhist 
doctrine of "threads of encanglemenc" which hare held over from previous 
Incarnations and which impede the attainment of enlightenment. 
Scientologists believe that unless one is freed froo these engrams through 
the activation of analytical mind, one's survival ability, happiness, 
intelligence and spiritual well-being will be severely impaired. It is on 
this basis that adherents are motivated to go through the many stages of 
auditing. A beginner in the auditing process is called a "preclear" and one 
who has successfully discovered and erased all traces of past engrams is 
called a "clear." This distinction between preclear and clear may be compared 
to the traditional Christian distinction between 3in and grace, as well as 
the Buddhist distinction between entanglement and enlightenment. Adherents 
who are at higher auditing levels are considered as striving to become 
"operating thetana" so that they may be at cause over matter, energy, space 

5 pvMiaiT o— 

??c> 






) 


and time. While aoc opposed to consulting physicians..for physical ailoents. 
Scientologists have a firm taboo against the use of psychotropic drugs for 
the oental and spiritual healing of the soul. The bulk of Scientology 
ministerial practice is devoted to auditing, to courses for the training of 
auditors, who are like spiritual counsellors, and to achieving the many 
levels of spiritual enlightenment through the auditing process. These many 
levels of auditing and spiritual enlightenment are remarkably like the levels 
of religious and spiritual enlightenment in the noted Christian treatises, 
Journey of the Mind into Cod by St. Bonaventure, and the Spiritual Exercises 
by St. Ignatius of Loyola. 

12. As with every known religion, Scientology has a communal life and 
ecclesiastical organization which serves to preserve and to propagate the 
belief system and to foster the religious practices. In ecclesiastical 
structure Scientology is hierarchical rather than congregational. 
Congregational religions exercize authority horizontally by locally electing 
ministers of churches, voting on reformulations of belief systems and 
religious practices, as well an church polity. Many Protestant denominations 
in the United States are congregational in polity. Hierarchical religions, 
on the other hand, exercize authority by appointment from the top down, 
either from a central religious figure such as the Pope in Roman Catholicism, 
the Dalai Lama in Tibetan Buddhism, and the Archbishop of Cantebury in 
Anglicanism, or from a central executive body, such as a synod of bishops or 
council of elders. Some religious groups such as the Missouri Synod Lutheran 
Church have a combination of congregational and hierarchical polities. In 
hierarchical religions, the church leaders are Invested with the power to 
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interpret doctrine, modify religious practices and formulate polity. My 
study of the Church of Scientology showed me that it followed the traditional 
hierarchical type of church polity. 

13. In the course of time certain religious and ecclesiastical 
practices of the Church of Scientology have come under criticism by outsiders 
and disaffected members. Those criticisms can be enumerated under four 
topics: (a) the "disconnection" of Church members from their natal families; 
(b) the information gathering practices of the Church; (c) the disciplinary 
practices associated with the Rehabilitation Project Force (RPF); and (d) the 
use and confidentiality of the Pre-Clear files (contained in what are known 
as PC folders) of upper level members of the Church. 

Below I will discuss these issues one by oae. 3ut, firsc, some general 
remarks are in order. As noted above, religions are constituted not simply 
by beliefs, however unintelligible to the non-believer, but also by acts and 
practices (echical norms and rices), both of which serve to shape a way of 

life for a community of believers. In general, a great amount of attention 
has been given to the varieties of belief among the religions of the world, 
while religious acts have been subordinated to illuminating those beliefs. 
Most definitions of religion focus on the belief system to the detriment of 
the religious practices and community. Hence, the attention given to 

religious acts has tended to be either minimal or slanted. when religious 

acts are aoticed, that attention has frequently been prurient, that is, 

religious rites elicit interest only in so far as they are odd, bizarre or 
quaint. 3oth beliefs and religious acts, however, are like two gears which 
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make the transmission (che way of life) of a community of believer go 
around. All three—beliefs, acts, and way of life—need to be looked at both 
separately and in conjunction. 

(a) Many critics of the nev religious movements, in geaeral, and of 
Scientology, in particular, have claimed that converts have been deliberately 
induced to alieoate themselves from their families and to devote themselves 
heart, mind and soul to their new-found religion. This claim and the tension 
between an older generation and new converts are neither a simple nor a new 
phenomenon. 

I will address the complexity of the issue first. Here we are dealing, 
first, with a matter of media bias. Scholars of new religious movements have 
noced chat newspaper, television and radio coverage of religion-related 
events keep pertinent information about mainline religions in the background 
while underlining that about the new one3. If, for example, two men, one an 
Episcoplian and che other a Jehovah's Witness are arrested for murder, the 
news headline about che Episcopalian will read "Man Kills Wife," while the 
one about the Jehovah's Witness will read "Jehovah '3 Vitne33 Slay3 Mate." 

Secondly, che media often lump all new religious movements together 
such that the practices of one are attributed to another which has completely 
different practices. Media coverage of innovative religious movements 
frequently fall into the age-old trap of the sweeping generalization: "If you 
have 3een one, you have seen them all." Immediately after the Jonestown 
massacre—indeed a lamentable tragedy—the media started carrying articles 
about "suicide pacts" and "suicide drills" in other "cults" and ceased so 
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doing only when the evidence proved absent. So, too, alienacioa of aew 
converts from parent* and other relatives, while true about some new 
religious movements under some circumstances, quickly became attributed to 
all. Hy study of the new religious movements showed that "disconnection" 
between member* and their relatives occurred the least among Scientologists. 

Thirdly, my interviews with new converts of several new religions 
showed that friction between the young adult member and his or her 
parents—an often enough occurrence throughout American culture—often 
preceded the membership. Thus conversion to a religion, whether old or new, 
becomes the occasion but not the primary cause of the surfacing of 
long-standing family conflicts. 

Hy scudies show that contact with parents and others by Eember3 of new 
religions was nearly normal, even when the parents disapproved of membership 
in the new religion, until "deprogramming" became common. Because the new 
religions could noc predict whether or not their members would be abducted 
when meetings were sought on the part of relatives, they naturally became 
guarded. Even on this score, Scientology was an exception for few of them 
were in fact "deprogrammed" at the instigation of their parents or other 
relatives. 

Keeping in mind the complex factors sketched above, I can note that 
friction, tension, alienation, lack of communication between members of new 
religious movements and their parents is no more nor less than the same rifts 
that take place in every family known to me. Hor, in fact, are these rifts 
anything new in the history of religion. In his quest for spiritual 
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enlightenment Gaucaraa Buddha, born a Hindu prince, not only abandoned his 
parents, ouch to their dismay, but also his wife and children. Moses, 
reacting to the bondage of Israelite slaves under Egyptian domination, slew 
one of their persecutors and fled the comforts of the Egyptian court to 
encounter God in the desert of Midian. In the Middle Ages, both Thomas 
Aquinas, offspring of Neapolitan nobility, and Francis of Assisi, son of a 
wealthy Umbrian merchant, abandoned as youths their lives of ease and 
privilege. Joined Che urban youth movement of known as the Mendicants (Latin 
for "beggars"), and took vows of absolute poverty, chastity and obedience. 
Both Thomas and Francis were kidnapped and imprisoned by their parents and 
relatives who, to no avail, used methods remarkably like those used by modern 
"deprogrammers" in order to get them to abandon their ways. St. Thomas 
received the title "Angelic Doctor" by the Catholic Church because he 
resisted the blandishments of a proscitute employed by his brothers to get 
him to break his vow of chastity. Orthodox churchmen labelled members of the 
new mendicant orders, known today as Dominicans, Franciscans and 
Augustinians, as "dementes" (Latin for "insane") and "filii diaboli" ("sons 
of the devil"). Sc. Thomas even wrote che first anti-deprogramming treatise, 
entitled "Contra pestiferam doctrinam retrahentium homines a religionis 
ingressu" ("Against the Pernicious Doctrine of Those Dragging Youth Away from 
Entering Religious Life"). 

Martin Luther instigated a lifelong alienation with his father, who 
wanted him to become a lawyer with a lucrative income, by Joining the 
Augustinian order. In turn, Luther created a rift within Christendom itself 
by attacking the practice of indulgences and holding to the doctrine of 
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Justification by faith alone. Similar rifts and alienations hare occured in 
American religious history, especially in the events surrounding the Great 
Awakening, which American historians recognize as a primary soarce for the 
rise of the democratic sentiment in America and the the principle of freedom 
in religious conscience and practice. The Creat Awakening was the beginning 
of revivalism in American, a religious tradition still espoused by many, moat 
notably the Rev. Dr. Billy Graham. As noted by Jonathan Edwards in his 
"Faithful Narrative" (1737), the New England revival of religioa began among 
the youth. This resurgeace of piety among the young stirred such staid 
Harvard divines as Charles Chauncey to score the revivalists for "a certain 
wildness...discernible in their general look and air." Today deprogrammers 
attempt to convince parents that their offspring, often well educated and 
legally of majority age, display "glazed eyes" or have been "rapped" into 
being "zombies” by the single glance of a guru's eyes. The religions have 
changed but the charge remains the same. 

In past and present religious history alienation from family and kin 
has been not only an unintended, and seemingly unavoidable, byproduct of the 
conflict between the old and the new but also a fundamental tenet of 

religious practice. Thus the monks and hermits of the third century onwards 
practiced "withdrawal from the world" because the world and its ways were 

believed to be "corrupt" and "under the dominion of the Prince of Darkness." 
The eremites of Asia Minor not only withdrew from the world but also their 

fellow monks, living alone in prayerful solitude in caves atill to be seen in 

present-day Turkey. Members of contemplative orders, both in the Vest and the 
Far East, enter monasteries where rules of silence and solitude are ao great 
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chat phone communication and letters to and from_relatives are prohibited or 

restricted to a few feast days. As a member of the Franciscan order from 
1958-64, I was allowed no phone communication with ay relatives for the 
entire year of my novitiate, was not allowed to attend my grandfather's 
funeral, and received only one letter a month, which was subject to 
inspection by the master of novices. 

The "disconnection" between parents and adult offspring in the new 
religions appears to be part and parcel of the immemorial conflict between 
the old and the new. Though the conflict may be immemorial, it is not 
immucable. My acquaintance with enduring members of the new religions, 
including Scientologists, suggests chat over time familial rift3 and 
disagreements become healed, especially as the member assumes positions of 
responsibility, gees further higher education, or marries and has children. 

(b) The information gathering efforts of the Church of Scientology have 
stirred not a little controversy. I have heard it described as an 
"intelligence service" on the order of the Central Intelligence Agency and 
ocher governmental agencies. Though I in no way condone Che violation of the 
lawful administration of government and the civil rights of others in the 
gathering and use of information, this aspect of the Church of Scientology 
deserves to be put in perspective. 

First, scholars in many fields have noted that we live in an 
"information culture" of centralized data banka, computerized credit records, 
and electronic networking, ecc. Just as early Christianity participated in 
the general culture of the Greco-Roraan mystery religions with which it shared 
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such initiation rituals as baptism, so Che new religions of our time share ia 
the informational "networking" culture of the late twentieth century. The 
speed with which information of all kinds travels among Che new religions has 
continually amazed me, but the same amazenent holds for the general business 
culture. 

Secondly, Scientology is not alone among religions in having 

’’intelligence" gathering services. Tt is well known that the Swi3s Guards, 
formerly the mercenary protectors of such European monarchs as Louis XIV and 
now the proteccor3 of the Pope of Rome, have intelligence unit3 vhich gather 
and share information with other national intelligence agencies for the 
protection of the Pope and the benefit of the Vatican State. Furthermore, 
post religions—among whom I can name Greek Orthodoxy, Lutheranism, 
Pres by terianism, Episcopalianism, and Mormonism—have ecclesiastical 
tribunals, courts and councils of elders for maintaining purity of doctrine 
and practices. These ecclesiastical offices have informacioa gathering 

powers for crying cases of heresy and church crimes such as sacrilege, 
annuling marriages, dispensing communicants from ecclesiastical impediments, 
compiling confidential dossiers on candidates to high ecclesiastical office, 
supervising seminaries, divinity schools and other institutions under 

ecclesiastical supervision. 

Thirdly, while there has no doubt been some intrusion into government 
administration oa the part of the new religions, their information gathering 
powers are dwarfed by those of modern states. The legislative, executive and 
Judicial branches of government ia the 1970's weighed heavily upon the new 
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religious movements. Witness the nuaber of bills both in Congress and ia 
State legislatures which espoused investigations into the "cults," denial of 
charitable status, conservatorships for decoaverting adherents, and penalties 
for fraudulent belief. Local Judiciaries have issued conservatorships on 
scanty evidence. Agencies of the executive such as the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service, the Internal Revenue Service, the Food and Drug 
Administration have been called upon to examine, scrutinize and issue reports 
about the internal practices of the new religions in a way that would arouse 
national furor if used against mainline religions. The response oa the part 
of some new religions—among whom I would include the Church of 
Scientology—has been a sense of persecution and sometimes an aggressive 
pursuit of such laws as the Freedom of Information Act. In such a charged 
atmosphere neither religion nor state can flourish in their proper spheres. 
A 3 the relation between the new religions and the state gets clarified and 
rectified by the higher courts, my expectation i3 that these skirmishes will 
diminish on both 3ides and both will be wiser and les3 wary of one another. 
Only then will religion and state be less inclined to view one another as 
conspiratorial enemies, which, unfortunately i 3 the present perception on 
both 3ides. 

(c) Another area for which the Church of Scientology is faulted i3 the 
manner with which it seemingly controls the daily life of its members, in 
general, and the apparently harsh discipline imposed upon Sea Org members in 
the Rehabilitation Project Force (RPF), in particular. In Scientology the 
Sea Org(anization) is composed of highly dedicated members who take vows of 
eternal service and live a life in community. The RPF discipline is used 
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when Sea Org members find themselves "non productive" or, in Scientology 
terminology, "stat crashers." la these situations, members are put oa a 
definite schedule, spend several hours a day studying Scientology Technology, 
and have co-auditing sessions to achieve what believers call "release" and 
"full cleanup." Members do physical labor, but also get lots of healthy food 
and lots of rest. 

Critics of the new religions charge that this kind of discipline 
constitutes "mind" and "milieu control" of the sort used by the Chinese 
Communists to enforce political re—indoctrination after the Communist 
takeover in 1949. The aim and goal of the RPF however is entirely different 
than that of the Communists in China. The Communists wanted to guarantee 
political uniformity, whereas the Scieatologist wants spiritual "release" and 
"enlightenment" a3 "an immortal thetan." Secondly, Chinese peasants were 
forced into the re-indoctrination programs, whereas the Scientologists freely 
participates in the RPF program as a consequence of his or her vows of 
eternal service. Thus che proper comparison is not to political but to 
spiritual disciplines, which are present in every religioa known to me and 
which I have undergone myself. 

When a young adult enters a contemplative order such a3 the Trappists 
or Carmelites, that person takes vows of poverty, chastity and obedience to 
superiors. The novice, or new member, cuts all ties with family and worldly 
concerns. Men receive the tonsure (shaving of the head) and wooen have their 
locks shorn to signify the renunciation of vorldly vanity. In ceremonies, 
involving women entrants into religious orders that I have witnessed, the nun 
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enters the chapel wearing a bridal garnent to symbolize that she ia about to 
eacer a spiritual marriage with Chriat. The garments are then removed, her 
hair ia shorn, aad she is invested with the habit of the order, which is 
often made of plain wool. 

Conteoplatires, nooJca, mendicants and other religious societies aot 
only take the three vows mentioned above, but also commit themselves to other 
religious practices such aa long hours of meditation each day, periods of 
manual labor, midnight choir (the singing of Psalms), fasting during Lent and 
Advent, study of the rule of the order and other spiritual writings, and 
silence. As member of the Franciscan Order (which I left voluntarily and was 
free to do so), I myself freely submitted to the religious practice of 
flagellation on Fridays, striking the leg3 and back with a small whip to 
mortify the desires of the flesh and to cocmenorate the flagellation of Jesus 
Christ before his crucifixion. In the tradition of St. Benedict's dictum 
"ora et labora” (Latin for "pray and work"), I also spent several hours each 
day, with the exception of Sunday, doing physical labor, Including 
woodworking, tending a garden, cleaning floors, washing laundry, peeling 
potatoes, etc. These tasks were assigned to me by my superiors, and because 
I took a vow of obedience, I did them. Furthermore, as a mendicant, I took a 
vow of absolute poverty such that I owned absolutely no material possessions, 
including the robe which I wore. Vhen rules of the monastery are broken, 
monks and friars are regularly assigned menial tasks as penances. Compared 
with these Roman Catholic practices, the practices of the RPF are not only 
not bizarre but even mild. 
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The RPF program can also be compared to spiritual retreats conducted by 
many religions in order to restructure believers' lives, including their 
secular life, and to provide refreshment for the soul. The Jesuits, ouch 
like the Sea Org members, have a period of retreat and rededication which is 
called Tertianship after undergoing a period of temporary vows. During 
Tertianship the Jesuit practices the "Spiritual Exercises" of St. Ignatius of 
Loyola, founder of the Society of Jesus. After Tertianship a Jesuit takes a 
fourth vow of special obedience to the Pope, much as the Sea Org members take 
vows of "eternal service." 

Just as the Sea Org members who go through the RPF discipline to obtain 
"release" and "full cleanup" for the sake of redemption or salvation, so 
religions around the world have practiced sometimes stringent disciplines in 
order to actain "sarasara" (escape from the cycle of rebirth in Hinduism), 
"noksa" (3uddhisn), "satori" (Zen), the "beatific vision" (Rocan Catholicism, 
Greeic Orthodoxy), or communication vlch heavenly beings such as angels or 
transcendent "Masters" 3uch as the theosophic Master of St. Germain believed 
in by the I Am religious group. (Perhaps it is worth mentioning that the 
beliefs and practices of the I Amers were the subject of the famous Supreme 
Court case U.S. v. 3allard in 1944). 

It is my opinion that the spiritual disciplines and practices, 3uch as 
the Rehabilitation Project Force, of the Church of Scientology are not only 
not unusual or even strange but characteristic of religion it3elf when 
compared with religious practices known around the world. Contrary to the 
generally second-hand opinions of outsiders and to the claims of disaffected 
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□embers, whose ootives are suspect, I vould —say that submission to such 
practices is not due to browbeating on the part of church leaders bat follows 
as a natural consequence from a free religious commitment to a spiritual 
discipline in the first place. 

(d) Another religious practice of the Church of Scientology which has 
come under scrutiny is the issue of the confidentiality exercised with 
respect to the auditing records of members and especially of the "pre—clear 
files" of upper-level church members. I find the practice of the Church of 
Scientology in this regard fully in keeping with the practices of other 
religions. 

In general, there are two fundamental reasons why churches, including 
the Church of Scientology, seek confidentiality, with regard to unauthorized 
examination of spiritual records. The first i 3 to preserve the sanctity of 
the spiritual privacy of the believer. The second is to safeguard the 
integrity of a religion's innermost sacred doctrines. 

In regard to the first reason, the spiritual privacy of the believer, 
Scientology is like every religion known to me. The Roman Catholic Church 
protects the priest-penitent relationship with the severest of sanctions, 
including dismissal from priestly office and expulsion from the Church 
itself. Upon ordination priests take an oath of the "confessional seal" 
before they are allowed to hear the confession of sins and administer 
official spiritual counselling. My pastor, a Monsignor In the Roman Catholic 
Church, haa testified to me that he would undergo imprisonment and death 
before revealing the conteats of any confession, whether this revelation was 
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demanded by che President of the United States or by the Pope of Rome. 
Furthermore, each Rooaa Catholic archdiocese possesses a sealed religious 
archive to which only the Bishop or Vicar General may grant access. Such 
archives include files on the spiritual lives and morals of the clergy and 
the religious orders, dispensations from impediments to the reception of the 
sacraments like carriage or ordination. Judgments from ecclesiastical.trials, 
unproven denunciations, episcopal admonitions and reprimands to believers. 
The strict regulations regarding the U3e of these archives are contained in 
what is known as the "Corpus Juri3 Canonici" or Code of Canon Law. Among 3uch 
regulations are included rules for documented authorization of the use of the 
files, oath3 of absolute secrecy, control over the amount of information to 
which a user may have access, limitations on historians researching deceased 
persons, etc. Abuse of the archive and unauthorized divulging of information 
can bring severe penalties, including demotion from office, penances and even 
excommunication. 

Host Protestant denominations have similar regulations and penalties in 
their respective church polities. Likewise Scientology has codes of conduct 
for auditors and other officials regarding authorized files. The Church doe3 
not allow any outsider access to a parishioner's files as a matter of 
priest-penitent privilege, as is the case with other churches. 

Confidentiality of this type of material touches on the nerve center of 
religion itself. The historical record shows that no church lightly suffers 
the intrusion into such records by the government or any other outside 
agency. The history of the Reign of Terror in France reveals the great 
number of priests who vent to the guillotine rather than break the 
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confessional seal. 


The second reason, the safeguarding of a religion’s innermost religious 
doctrine, is also a motive for preserving the confidentiality of 
ecclesiastical files and records. As an outside scholar, I naturally had no 
access to Scientology auditing files. My interviews with members, however, 
showed chat during the auditing process, especially with regard to upper 
level embers, matters calling for religious interpretation or appointment to 
higher church office often came up. The same kinds of questions come up in 
Roman Catholicism, Episcopaliani3a and the Orthodox Church when fundamental 
beliefs come into question or someone is a candidate for a bishopric or 
higher office and the files collected on the candidate are protected in the 
exactly same way. 

Historically speaxing, many -past religions were led toward policies of 
confidentiality because public dissemination of personal spiritual 
information and more complicated religious doctrines led to abuse, outside 
ridicule of beliefs, theological disputes which spilled over into the secular 
arena and hostile misinterpretation. A religion's guarding of its personal 
ecclesiastical files and its innermost teachings is like a sacred patent, 
comparable to the secular practice of protecting industrial patents and 
processes on the part of business corporations. Failure to protect these 
sacred patents would violate each believer's trust and lead to the 
disintegration of the religion itself. 

14. Throughout religious history many acts and practices of religious 
groups have elicited strong reaction from the surrounding society. Thus the 


20 - 




cXHIBIT 






) 


Romans saw the early Christian ceremonies as '’superstition' 1 and as occasions 
for plotting sedition. Luther scored the ceremoaial poop of the Rooan Curia 
as "more corrupt than Babylon and Sodom." Many outsiders and eren Catholics 
conteaned Jesuit moral theology as '’casuistry' 1 vith such great vehemence that 
the tera '’Jesuitical" became synonymous with the terms casusitic and 

devious. To the westerner the Jain practice of "ahiasa"—aot harming any 
form of life, even to the extent of wearing masks like those used in surgery 
lest a gnat be inadvertently killed—caa seem downright ludicrous. The Amish 
practice of not wearing buttons or using tractors and electricity because 
they are showy and hinder the "plain life" enjoined by the Bible strike most 
Americans a3 unprogressive, at worst, and quaint, at best. 

Many find the practices of Jewish Orthodoxy unusual and 

Incomprehensible. Orthodox Jews follow strictly the laws of Deuteronomy and 
Leviticus. They do not mix milk with meat, weave linen with wool, sow wheat 
with barley or eat any animal which mixes the categories of creation sketched 
in the first chapter of the 3ook of Genesis as a matter of religious 
principle. All such mixings are deemed "unclean” and contrary to God's will 
in "separating" or "dividing" the orders of creation. To the Orthodox Jew 
these practices entail great inconveniences, 3uch as keeping two completely 
separate sets of eating and cooking utensils. These food lav3 are not kept 
under compulsion but out of a desire to keep holy the vay3 of the Lord. 

To the outsider, to sceptics and to agnostics, the religious practices 
I have discussed above might appear as nonseosical, primitive, devious, 
manipulative, or oppressive. 3ut, Just as belief is in the mind of the 
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believer, so religious practice issues from the bodf of the believer to give 
concrete evidence and assurance of release fro<a sin, impuritf or spiritual 
ignorance and to signifj to all the hope of redemption, salvation or 
enlightenment. 
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Cirea this /^*t h daj of Julj, 1985, la St. Louia, Missouri. 


Trank £. Flinn, 3.D., Ph.D. 


State of Missouri ) 

) S3 

Count 7 of St. Louis ) 


Sworn and subscribed before ce this 14th da7 of July, 1985 



My cc—j csj.cn expires 2/27/37 
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JOHN G. PETERSON, ESQ. 

PETERSON & BRYNAN 

8530 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 407 
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DONALD C. RANDOLPH 
CHARLOTTE I. ASHHUN 
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OVERLAND, BERKE, WESLEY, GITS, 

RANDOLPH i LEVANAS 
A Professional Corporation 
2566 Overland Avenue, Seventh Floor 
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Attorneys for Plaintiff and Cross-Defendant 
Church of Scientology of California 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

) CASE NO. C 420153 

) 

) DECLARATION OF REVS 

) KEN HODEN IN RESPON 

) TO JULY 2, 1985 

) DISCOVERY ORDER 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

I, REVEREND KEN HODEN, declare as follows: 

1. I am the President of the Church of Scientology of 
Los Angeles. I have been a staff minister with the Church of 
Scientology for the past 11 years and have received and 
delivered thousands of hours of pastoral counselling 

(auditing). exhibit | . 

2. In its order of July 2, 1985, the Court refers to 

"verbatim as veil as sum and substance type recitals" from 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, a California 
Corporation, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, et al., 
Defendants. 
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the preclear folders. "Verbatim" and "ana and substance typa 
recitals" are not part of the auditing process and do not 
appaar in any of the internal Church scriptures specifying 
vhat an auditor vritas down in session. The Court specifies 
aatarial to be turned over including "name of interviewer." 

An auditing session is not an "interview" and to refer to it 
a3 such is a blatant degradation of this religious practice. 

3. Materials and information stored or recorded within 
the confessional folders (PC folders) are confidential and 
privileged. Our religious doctrine prohibits any parishioner 
or person receiving pastoral counselling (auditing) from 
viewing the contents of their folders. Our religious 
doctrines also prohibit any external dissemination of 
preciaar folders. Even our attorneys are forbidden to review 
these folders. The only people who are allowed to view the 
pastoral counselling folders are authorized Church ministers. 

4. I myself have 24 confessional folders (PC Folders), 
.each one containing some 300 pages, and I have never seen 

the contents of these folders, and I am the President of the 
Church. 

5. The Court refers to GO 121669 for justification in 
saying that the clergymen-penitent does not apply for the 
time period during which Armstrong was a member of the Church. 
The Court refers to GO 121669 for justification for 
abolishing the clergymen-penitent privilege. Yet nowhere does 
the program call for a) external dissemination of the 
preclear folder or b) use of information against anyone. 

6. To cause preclear folders or preclear folder 
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information to ba released from the care and control of 
authorized Church ministers is to causa the destruction of 
its parishioners' religious freedom and would be a severe 
violation of Church ecclesiastical policies. 

Executed this 29th day of July, 1985, in Los Angeles, 
California. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is 
true and correct. 



REVEREND KEN HODEN 
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15 *uly 79 Writ* up of h_l* ccnnawtlon with blown si iff X*j\nj Fr wnciJEm S*id he kl**ed 
hm a few time*, encouraged her to handle her 2D probleas with h uaband 
/rancij. When It appeared ehe vaj arianant on dlrhrceG be took her 
to Titian* 


12 lux 79 Oetrr 1* prenoted to Znsixn( pror) by order elxned by L£H. Flax Condition* 
order 3677 


30 luj 7 9 Shelly, £ Serricee Chief writ** Gerry ha* not handled Brend*a Black yet. 

T^erytixa the la lent to get *cnethlnr the epend* a lenx tiae finding it. 
Ktyt>* eoaeane else should be put in charge of LRH'e jear*. 


6 Sept 79 Slxns a eecurity pledge not to reTeal anythinx about the Church'* con¬ 
fidential action* in Calif or any other part of the world. 


28 *ept 79 ¥om Starkey write* a rennet .w . r 

pot duty final, and could be * * 0Od worker ““ 


29 Sept79 Garry write* to Dir I U R and *ay* he doesn't want to be on any justice 
action* for a wnile a* he ha* too micfa work L hi* seniors are away, 
the one he just finished caused hia to lose too nuch sllep- takinx dririnx 
danxerou*. 


20 Oct Gerry Is the chximan cn a cana on Becky Book. 


3 Kot 79 Caaaendaticn froa Con Harwich for handling some £ Seno* cycle*/ 


7 Mot 79 Cosplianee report to LRH to order dated 2L Sept 79- to work oat » solouticn 
i q t»te wet trees outside the houee don't Ret trached In cc the curpet^ 

“e <U d tie cycle- -t-r.g indoor end outdoor carpet uti. 

6 Dec 79 “err* re<rueeta * ehit fria Anne Za^cett be withdrawn. Says he gare inccoplete 
data to hij seniors and apeet a were cauaed ti t result. ( Inn ««ys thii J 


Jta 80 Gerry Blew frc. the purlf- no coi to the C/S at all. 


1930 GZR3Y ARMSTRONG* S NAME IS ON A LIST 0? ZZ0PL2 V/HOSZ 

PARENTS KAVZ GIVEN SCIENTOLOGY A HARD 1112. 

Peb 13 80 Re part ( Caamendaticn ehit)0 Fro. Dawn Paeger to *»orwl etatec a erry did 
a lot of research into DI7T BCKB TZ, Vae thanking Laurel for her help at 
a ar rrent. Chit eaae date on Cerr7 ( Couaendaticn) state* he did . 
lot of work researching LRH'e role in the filn- Dire 3<»ber. 


7 Apr 80 «enry got off an ow In aesalca that ha had an out 2D with Llx Ue. 

9 Apr 80 Does lowers on firat dyna»ie( Doubt) on up. 

I Apr 80 Report fro. Laurel SalOiran- aayg ha did docu^ntrtiea on the purif- Tery 
thouremgh- ia back on the biographical material,that iu some eases he doe. 
*ut he wants to - regardless of order*. He ia now auditing on 0T I fc II— 
•oina ia nia firat eaae profeess in a long time. He aianSt get along 
with Shirley but this got sorted out when laurel threatened to throw 
both out ia tht hail. 


£• 
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GERRY ARMSTRONG PROJECT 

17 Feb 82 


Project Information! Gerry Armstrong is a blown SO Member wbo 
had access to a lot of sensitive Information; he is now disaffected 
from what we can see. He is hiding out apparently. He knows the 
GO has been looking into him, so he has been laying low to 
avoid this. So we/don*t know where he is currently and he is 
expecting us to approach him on a covert line. So this presents 
the trickiest of problems. It would undoubtedly antagonize him 
further if any of our investigation efforts became known to him. 




Project purpose! To obtain a means of predicting Armstrong's activity 
in such a way that there is no possibility of backflash. 


Step(l), The first thing we need to do is to locate him. Those few 
people who know where he is probably are on the look out for GO 
inquiries. However, he is going to have to get a job soon to earn 
a living, by law he must notify the DMV when he moves - he might 
do this, and there are other things like that which can be checked 
and which may give us his location once he starts operating in the 
wog world again. These can be checked once we get his birthday 
and social security number. These should be available from his 
personnel records and his treasury records. So the steps would be; 
Telex Flag and SU to locate his personnel file and to get his 
ii number from payroll records. 

mV Use this data to check DMV, the post office, or any other source 
to locate him in a way that he* would not be aware of it. 

/ 

StepGo through his files and folders to extract the names of 
people who knew him and who are still well connected up and 
completely trustworthy. Interview these people to find out who 
Carry's close friends were and to see if he had any relatives in 
this area (we could then follow up to see if he might be staying 
with them) . 


Step 3) Determine which locations would be likely places that 
Gerry might be staying, assuming that he would be staying with 
friends or relatives. Check these out, either by physical surveillance 
or other means, to determine if he's there. 

Step 4) Note that Gerry had tried to get OVG to hire him as a 
researcher after he blew, it could be that he gave a PT address 
to OVG. This should be checked out by going through the proper 
people who have a line to OVG to see if this can be done or if 
he has it. 

Step 5) Conditional: If GA has not been located at this point 
by doing the above steps, then review what has been done and 
work out further actions that could be done to locate him. 


Step 6) Once he is located, determine where he is currently working. 
This may entail following him to see where he works. 

Step 7) Once it is established where he works, see what opportunities 
might exist there for setting up an Inquiry line from an apparent 
•vog* angle. He might not be expecting that at all. 

Step 8) Jtrrisv his files for people-who had a good conmllne with 
him and who are no longer on staff, and who would be trustworthy. 

Step 9) Once the list of candidates has been selected from step 8 
above, do a complete check on these people (discreetly) to see 
what their current status, demeanor, attitude, etc., are as regards 
their potential willingness to help us on this cycle. 

Step 10) Using standard and discreet recruitment tech, interview 
the trustworthy candidates to see if they ran be used as a resource. 
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Step 11) Arrange a suitable cover *tory and other standard 
procedures, *uch as a plausable reason for the resource to 
be contacting GA, etc. 

Step 12) Initiate the commline and procede from there, on that 
line. 

Step 13) Have a PT,investigation done on Scott Brown in Phoenix, 
Arizona. He wa* running a squirrel group there and may have some 
sort of group going that could be entered by a public person. Thi* 
need* to be checked out either via LV GO, or simply by sending 
a GLA resource to Phoenix for a day or two. 

Step 14) Conditional: If it looks like an entrance point can be 
arranged through Scott Brown in Phoenix, this will have to 
be separately targetted out and persued. Perhaps we could get 
someone connected up to him in Phoenix who then moves to LA and 
connects up with the Brown family or Gerry here. That might be 
sufficiently subtle; GA might not suicect someone from Phoenix as 
he knows we don*t have a GO there. 

Step 15) Persue the potential existing line that might be 
available to us via a trusted GAS who is a writer and who is 
respected by Gerry. This would require some reach from Gerry, 
though, as he might be suspicious if this GAS made a big reach 
for him. 

Step 16) If the product has not been achieved at this point, 
review the steps taken so far and debug or replan as needed. 


End 
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CCS PES OSGO 

cc: DG I US 

cc: Org P£E Info OS 


PAC Mgat Chief US 
cc: AG GLA 


DAILY REPORT 


AG I GLA 


22 Feb 82 


Dear Roberta 


RE: GERRY ARMSTRONG 


Today we telexed SU via DG I OS to get Gerry's birthday 
and social security number from his payroll records. That 
will enable us to check other areas in the wog world to see 
if he can be located. 

We also verified that his wife's parents were last known 
to be living in Phoenix. That means that with his parents in 
Vancouver and her3 in Phoenix, that will make it harder to 
verify our theory that they would be staying with one of their 
parents' houses. 

Also today, Debbie liased with DG I OS to see how we can 
check with OVG to see if he knows anything about Gerry's 
whereabouts. 

It has become obvious to us that there is a lot of omitted 
data on Gerry - that even though SU and Flag have sent us all 
their files on him, there still seems to be a lot missing. So 
tomorrow we will go through all his files to look for indicators 
as to where more files might be, and also to see who might be 
able to give us any information about him or any misdeeds he 
may have committed while on staff. 


That's all. This is OK 


ML 


Brad 
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DECLARATION OF GERALD ARMSTRONG 


I, GERALD ARMSTRONG, declare: 

(1) In the case of Julie Christofferson-Titchbourne 
v. Church of Scientology of California, et al. , Multnomah 
County, Oregon, Circuit Court No. 7704-05184, currently 
being tried in Portland, Oregon, defendant organization was 
ordered to produce my B-l files. B-l is Bureau One, the 
Intelligence Bureau of the Guardian's Office. 

(2) Although the names B-l and Guardian's Office have 
been changed, the same intelligence functions are still 
performed by Scientology connected organizations. I was 
present in court during the Christofferson trial, when 
Howard Gutteld, a Scientology representative, testified that 
3-1, intelligence files and private investigator reports are 
now maintained in the Office of Special Affairs, a branch of 
Scientology. 

(3) Defendant organization in Christofferson produced 
approximately five inches of materials from my B-l files. 
Many of the intelligence reports or operations programs 
referenced in the B-l materials produced, have been deleted 
by defendant organization. Nevertheless, the materials 
which were produced are completely relevant in the instant 
case. The materials produced are all internal Scientology 
correspondence or programs, and there is no correspondence 
to or from attorneys. 
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(4) There are numerous references to my preclear (pc) 
files in the produced B-l materials, and there are entries 
in the B-l time track, the chronology that forms part of the 


B-l materials, which show unequivocally that Scientology 
intelligence personnel had my pc files after I left the 
organization, and excerpted data for intelligence use. One 
such entry uses the words "in session" as source of an 
account of a sexual encounter I had with a woman. "In 
session" means that the information came from the auditor's 
reports in an "auditing session." 

(5) My pc folders were used as well in the operation 
by Scientology/Hubbard against me which resulted in the 
illegal videotaping of me in a series of conversations with 
individuals who represented to me that they sought to 
reform the organization and correct its abuses. There are 
statements on the videotapes which substantiate the fact 
that my pc folders were used as a lure to entrap me. 

(6) Just after the trial in the defense part of the 
instant case and just prior to my going to London, England 
to testify in a child custody case, I received a call from 
someone whom I later confirmed was "Joey," the intelligence 
operative videotaped along with me in the November 7 and 9, 
1984 meetings. In the telephone call, Joey said that my pc 
folders were being moved and I would be able to get them 

if I wanted. He said that my folders would be in a certain 
place the next night where I would be able to pick them up. 




nrrr joi'i’inM dp oppar.n a rm^tpomc 


D a r ra 7 _ 


XrllBIT 





I asked him if it could be at all construed that I would be 
accepting stolen property and he said he didn't know. For 
that reason ana because I was leaving for London, I declined 
Joey's offer. This phone call is discussed in the 
November 7, 1984 videotape. 

(7) In another November, 1984 meeting with Mike 
Rinder, another Scientology operative, which meeting was 
also surreptitiously videotaped, my pc folders were also 
discussed. Rinder stated that (following the Armstrong 
trial) my folders were moved from Clearwater. This was 
probably a lie, since the whole operation against me was 
based on lies by the organization, but it did show Rinder's 
knowledge of the use of my pc folders in the operation. 

(8) The idea to use my pc folders to entrap me arose 
from a "debrief" by my former wife, Terri Gamboa, of a 
meeting we had in March, 1984 just prior to the Armstrong 
trial. This "debrief," attached hereto as Attachment A, was 
recently produced by Scientology as part of my B-l files and 
was admitted into evidence in the Christofferson trial. The 
"briefing" and all other programs and documentation which 
arose from this "debrief," have not been produced. 

(9) Regarding my pc folders, Mrs. Gamboa states in 
Attachment A, page 4, paragraphs 6 and 7: 

"An important point for him was 
getting his pc folders back as 
he feels that that's the solution 
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to his future sanity. He brought 
this up several times. 


A line has been established with 
him and possibly this can be built 
up from here and used again in the 
future. He is desperate and he 
has no way out at this point." 


Terri Gamboa was then working for Author Services, Inc., yet 
the "debrief" was in Scientology intelligence files. 

(10) There is no doubt that Scientology/Hubbard or 
their connected corporations have used my pc folders, and 
used the information and the folders themselves to entrap, 
intimidate and destroy me. The folders and contents are 
mine and these organizations do not have the remotest right 
to them. 

Sworn under the pains and penalties of perjury this 7th 
day of May, 1985. 

Executed at Portland, Oregon. -‘“ == —-3 " 



Notary Public for Oregon 
My Commission expires: 5/11/87 
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12 March 1984 


DEBRIEF - GERRY ARMSTRONG MEETING - 8 MARCH 84 


I met with Gerry Armstrong on Thursday, a March 84 to 
see if I could do any kind of a handling on hira to get Mm cc 
knock off the war and back out of the suit or anything in this 
direction^. 

. I phoned him on Tuesday the 6th and.told him that I 
. would like to meet*with him as a friend to see if I could help 
him in any way." He was agreeable to a meeting, I asked if he 
was going to bring his wife and he said he would see if she 
wanted to come and if she did then she would come, otherwise she 
wouldn't. (He was in Apathy /Boredom) 

On Thursday I met with him at 10:00 in the morning up 
at the Griffith Park Observatory. I arrived 20 minutes late. 

They drove up behind me, but I found cue i.hc-y had waited 20 
• minutes and given up, they left but saw n.c ccir.i r. : jp. the hill so 
turned around and came back. So they definitely wanted the 
meeting. His wife did come so I asked if she ccuid wait for 
us as I wanted to speak to him alone. They agreed to this. 

From the point that he had gotten out of the car# he 
looked very hostile with a very stern face. His eyes and face ■ 
looked very insane. 

He came over to me and we walked away to talk and I 
just opened up with regular small talk but the first thing he 
did was stick his notebook in my face and written on it was 
■You said that you could help me # so how can you help me?* 

Anytime I tried to say something to him, he would just 
put the notebook in front of me without saying a word, in other 
words, he didn*t want to give me any information or get into 
anything other than hear what I had to say and how I could help. 

I told him that I just wanted to see him uninvolved 
from all this# I didn't think he needed to keep carrying on 
this war and that he could end it just by getting cut of the 
suit before it got worse for him and before he ei:d«.*c up owing 
even more money. 

He started to rant and rave to me about hew Scientology 
'and LRH had lost him 15 years of his life because it had done 
him in and jerked hira around and screwed hira over and so on and 
so on, ranting and raving insanely. He definitely wanted to get 













EXHIBIT 3 „ PAGE. 

out of the suit but has a $100 to $150,050 debt to his attorneys 
which he absolutely must pay as they are his ‘friends* and he 
‘owes then his life for saving him from all this*. 

I.pointed out that he stole the documents and started 
this whole thing himself, -all he had to do was give bade the 
documents and he could end the whole thing, lie disagreed of 
. course that he had stolen the documents and said that those 
documents are vital to proving-that he's been screwed around 
and jerked around with for years. He wants his pc folders 
very much so that he can regain his sanity by ‘sorting out 
what Scientology did to him and unravel it*. He kept hinting 
at wanting.some sort of an offer from the Church to help him 
pay off the attorneys as he is not willing to step out of this 
and be left economically busted for the rest of his life, as 
he puts it. I pointed out that there is no way that the 
Church is going to pay any of his attorney bills an he stele 
the documents and started the whole thing - the best he can do 
is to get out before it's worse'. 

I told him about the recent win in the LA case where the 
judge ruled that Scientology is a religion etc., etc.... He 
mentioned that he didn't know about this, but so what type of a 
response. 

He would consistently rant and rave about how 
Scientology is screwing the world and it's worse than the 
government and this and that. He would flip into about 100 
different valences all at once. He said that he still thinks I'm 
over the litigation and who am I going to go back and report to 
and did I get what I came for and here I am just jerking him 
around like all the others. He saw Marty already and he got 
jerked around by Marty and now he's getting jerked around by me. 

Z told him he was jerking me around as I came as a 
friend to talk to him and he wasn't even willing to talk he 
just ranted and raved about things that I don't even want to 
hear, and he might think and believe those things on 
Scientology and LRH and that's fine but there's millions of 
other people who don't and I don't and I didn't come here to 
listen to him carry on about this bullshit. At this point he 
would knock it off as he could see that I was willing to end 
the meeting if he did continue. Then we would start having a 
somewhat sane discussion for a few minutes before the ranting 
and raving started up again. He compulsively had to rant and 
rave about Scientology and LRH. 

Then he started telling me about his little bird that he 
has at home and how it speaks 100 different words and it's the 
sanest part of his life. And then in the middle of this decent 
conversation, he blurts out ‘And don't you send one of your 
people around to kill himl*. 
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up at Griffith Park he would constantly look around, in the 
bushes and check everywhere in case I had set him up. 

Somebody burst a balloon up there and he almost had a heart 
attack thinking someone had fired a shot at him. 

He said that Scientology has operations out on him 
trying to kill him and someone (one of us) tried to run him 
off the freeway and so on. Then he said that he would rather 
be dead than fighting this way and maybe we would do him the 
Tavor of killing him because then it would be all over and he 
wouldn't have to worry about it anymore and he'd L± dead. He 
said how he can't have any friends because hc'u ufraid of 
getting close to anybody in case they're a spy for Scientology 

or whatever. He brought up the SP declare and all the things 

that are stated in it and how they were not true and they're 
very out of hand. He again mentioned his pc folders and asked 
me if I could pass on a message that he wanted his pc folders 
"back. He then asked me to take a message back - ‘Here I'll 
give you something to take back to them. ..If I delivered all 
the documents to the Church, would they agree they could never 

be made public under any circumstances, or barring that# under 

what circumstances would they be made public?" He said ‘Ask 
then that, I'd like to know that.* 

I then asked him why he wanted to know the above as the 

way he said it was very different from the way he had just been 

carrying on - it was like a change in his insane ravings and it 
didn't fit in with his other statements, so I asked him why did 
hevant to know this. 

He didn't answer me for awhile (he was sert of 
daydreaming) and then finally said he didn't know and didn't 
care and he didn't really want the answer to the question 
anyway, he just threw it out there and it wasn't really him 

- asking the question anyway. He didn't ask the question, he 

didn't want to know, it was just*during one of his moments of 
insanity. He said that this whole case and procedure is 
driving him insane. 

I told him I was sorry I couldn't be of more help, but 
if in the future there was some way I could help him, he could 
give me a call, he had my phone number already, so I left the 
line open for the future. I recommended to him that he take a 
vacation to get away from it all and just let himself 
destimulate. He said he can't because he's got a trial coming 
up on the 22nd of March. We started walking back towards the 
cars and as I walked towards my car, he said “where are you 
going?*, I said *I'ra going* to my car*, he said *Wcll, uh...* 
(obviously stalling and wanting to still continue the 
conversation but not really knowing what to say), he then said 
"Well don't you want to talk to Jocelyn? - (his wife). I said 
if you want me to I will. He said “Well I think she might want 
to talk to you or I think,, it would be good if you talk to ^ ^ 
her.* We went over to where his wife was cr^nHinn 
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As soon" as wc got there-he switched again to a totally 
different valence and in a very 1.1 type comment ha said “So 
did you get what you came here for? Ace you satisfied? Did 
you get the data you wanted?* She caught on that something was 
strange and said *Are you finished talking or do you want me 
to leave while you continue your discussions?* He said “No, 
that's fine, we're done.* Then he said to me again, ‘Well did 
you feel you accomplished much?* And I said, “Well, I'd have 
to ask you, because I came here to help you, so if you don't 
Teel I was any help, then obviously not.* That shut him up and 
he stopped attacking me. He asked his wife if she wanted to 
speak to me and she said *1 have nothing to say*, so I didn't 
speak with her. I just gave her a friendly smile and 
indicated we could talk if she wanted to. -She didn't. We 
walked towards the cars and he asked me if my last name was 
still Gamboa and I said it was. And then we bid each other 
good-bye and drove away. 


SUMMARY 


To sum ic up, he was pretty nutso and very hard to 
communicate with as he would be in the middle of a ranting and 
raving insanity and I'd find that I would have to constantly try 
and communicate through this. I'd get him to knock it off for a 
second so that I could actually communicate to him and this 
would actually work, but then within the next couple of minutes 
he'd be back into it again so it wouldn't last long. 

I did at least establish a conn line with him and I 
think it is something that I can build on in the future if we 
. want to. He is willing to meet with me and talk with me, 
however, he trusts no one. He lives in a world of total fear 
and paranoia of everything and everybody. 

It is obvious to me and clear by his statements and 
actions that he definitely wants out of this suit and he 
definitely wants help. But he needs the money to pay off his 
• attorneys and that's what he's after - he's hoping that the 
Church will give him an offer. He has no other way out in his 
eyes and no way docs he want to drop out of this with a debt 
that will last him for the rest of his life. 

Re is very desperate for a way out and I feel he would 
. be willing to talk to anybody who might have anything to 
suggest, only because he'd be hoping that they're going to offer 
him something that will actually help. 

An Important point for him was getting his pc folders 
back as he feels that that's the solution to his future ccnity. 
He brought this up several times. 

A line has been established with him and possibly this 
. can be built up from here and used again in the future. He is 










( 


iterate and he has no way out at this point. 


Terri Garaboa 
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HUBBARD COMMUNICATIONS OFFICE 
Saint Hill Manor, East Grinstead, Sussex 

HCO BULLETIN OF 24 AUGUST 1964 

R«mimco 
ScHU Students 
FrancKuc 

SCIENTOLOGY! TO VI 


SESSION MUST-NOTS 


Not that you would do such a thing—you undoubtedly already know better. But 
just as a matter of record, the following session must-nots should be taught in letters of 
fire to any new auditor. 


I 

NEVER tell a pc what his present time problem is. 

The pc‘s FTP Is exactly and only what the pc thinks or says it is. 

To tell a pc what his PT? is and then audit what the auditor said it was will 
inevitably ARC Break the pc. 

This of course is under the heading of Evaluation in the Auditor’s Code and is one 
way of evaluating, a very serious way too. 


II 


NEVER set a goal for a pc. 

Don’t set a session goal, a life or Livingness goal or any other kjnd of a goal. 

Auditors get tangled up on thus because everybody has the same RG goals anJ 
when you call out the next goal from the List it appears you are giving the pc a goal. 
But an R6 educated pc knows that and it isn’t evaluation. 

Other goals are highly variable. The pc’s life and Livingness goals and session goals 
are especially variable pc to pc and even within one session on the same pc. 

To tell a pc what goals to 9et for a session or for life is to upset the pc. 

If you don’t believe it, trace some pc’s upsets with their parents and you will find 
these usually trace back to the parents’ setting life and livingness goals for the child or 
youth. 

The pc’s session and life and livingness goals are the pc’s and for an auditor to 
deny, refute, criddze or try to change them gives ARC Breaks; and for an auditor to 
dream up a brand new one for the pc is especially evaluative. 

m 

NEVER tell a pc what’s wrong with him physically or assume that you know. 

What’s wrong with the pc is whatever the pc says or thinks is wrong physically. 

This applies of oourse only to processing, for if you weren't auditing the person, 
and if the person had a sore foot and you found a splinter in it and told him so, it 
would be all right. But even in this case the person would have had to tell you he had a 
sore foot. 

The main reason society has such a distaste for medical doctors is the MDs’ 
continuous '‘diagnosis’* of things the person has not complained of. The violence of 
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surgery, the destruction of lives by medical treatment rather educates people not to 
mention certain things. Instinctively the patient knows that the treatment may leave 
him or her in much worse condition and so sometimes hides things. For the medical 
doctor to cry "Aha" and tell the person he or she has some undefinable ill is to drive 
many into deep apathy and account for the high frequency of operational shock 
wherein the person just doesn't recover. 

So NEVER tell a pc what is physically wrong with him. If you suspect something 
is physically wrong that some known physical treatment might cure send the pc for a 
physical check-up just to be safe. 

In the Held of healing by mental or spiritual means, the pc is sick because he or 
she has had a senes of considerations about being sick. Deformity or illness, according 
to the tenets of mental healing, traces back to mentally created or re-created masses, 
engrams or ideas which can be either dc-stimuiaied or erased completely. De¬ 
stimulation results in a temporary recovery for an indefinite period (which is 
nonetheless a recovery). Erasure results in permanent recovery. (De-stimulation is the 
most certain, feasible and most rewarding action below Level VI; erasure below Level 
VI is too prone to error in unskilled hands as experience has taught us.) 

The reality of the auditor is often violated by a pc’s statement of what ails him. 
The pc is stone blind—but the pc says he has "foot trouble". Obviously, from the 
auditor’s viewpoint, it is blindness that troubles this pc. BUT IF THE AUDITOR 
TRIED TO AUDIT THE AILMENT THE PC HAS NOT OFFERED, AN ARC BREAK 
WILL OCCUR. 

The pc is ailing from what the pc is ailing from, not from what the auditor selects. 

For it is the statement of the pc that is the fust available lock on a chain of 
incidents and to refuse it is to cut the pc’s communication and to refuse the lock. After 
that you won't be able to help this pc and that’s that. 


PERMITTED AUDITOR STATEMENTS 


There are, however, two areas where the auditor must ma^e a statement to the pc 
and assume the initiative. 


These are in the OVERT-MOTIVATOR SEQUENCE and in the ARC BREAK. 


A 


When the pc is critical of the auditor, the organization or any of many things in 
life, this is always a symptom of overts priorly committed by the pc. 

The pc is looking for motivators. These criticisms are simply justifications and 
nothing more. 

This is a sweeping fully embracive statement-and a true one. There are no 
criticisms in the absence of overts committed earlier by the pc. 

It is quite permissible for the auditor to start looking for the overt, providing the 
auditor finds it and gets it stated by the pc and therefore relieved. 

But even here the auditor only states there is an overt. The auditor NEVER says 
what the overt is for that's evaluation. 

You will be amazed at what the pc considered was the overt. It is almost never 
what we would think it should be. 

But also, an auditor whose pc is critical of him or ner in session who does not say. 
"It sounds like you have an overt there. Let's find it," is being neglectful of his job. 


The real test of a professional auditor, the test that separates the unskilled from 
the skilled is: CAN YOU GET AN OVERT OFF THE PCS CASE WITHOUT ARC 
BREAKING THE PC AND YET GET IT OFF. 














The nice balance between demanding the pc |et off in overt and gettipg it off and 
demanding the pc get off an overt and failing to get it off but ARC Breaking the pc is 
the border line between the unskilled and the professional. 

If you demand it and don’t do it you’ll ARC Break the pc thoroughly. If you fail 
to demand it for fear of an ARC Break you'll have a lowered graph on the pc. The pro 
demands the overt be gotten off only when necessary and plows on until it’s gotten off 
and the pc brightens up like a lighthouse. The amateur soul-searches himself and 
struggles and fails in numerous ways—by demanding the wrong overt, by accepting a 
critical comment as an overt, by not asking at ail for fear of an ARC Break, by 
believing the pc’s criticism is deserved—all sorts of ways. And the amateur lowers the 
pc’s graph. 

Demanding an overt is not confined to just running O/W or some similar process. 
It’s a backbone auditing tool that is used when it has to be used. And not used when it 
doesn’t have to be. 

The auditor must have understood the whole of the overt-motivator theory to use 
this intelligently. 


B 


Indicating by-passed charge is a necessary auditor action which at first glance may 
seem evaluative. 

However, the by-passed charge is never what the pc says it was if the pc is still 
ARC Broken. 

By-Passed Charge is, however, found by the meter and the pc has actually got it or 
it wouldn’t register. So the pc has really volunteered it in a round-about way-first by 
acting like he or she has by-passed charge and then by bank reaction on the meter. 

Always indicate to the pc the by-passed chaxgc you find on the meter. 

Never tell a pc what the by-passed charge is if you don’t know 

A Class VI auditor knows all goals but the goals are wrong and often sloppily just 
tells people at random they have ”a wrong goal” knowing this to be probable Out it’s 
very nsky. 

If you find it on the meter, telling the pc what the by-passed charge is is not 
evaluation. Telling the pc “what it is” without having found it is evaluation of the 
worst sort. 


L RON HUBBARD 


LRH:jw.cden 
Copyright (c) 1964 
by L Ron Hubbard 
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CRITICISM 


CREATE, maxe, manufacture, construct, postulate, bring into 
beingness. (FOT, p. 20) 

CREATE-COUNTER-CREATE, to create something against a 
creadoa, to create one thing and then create something else 
against it. [FOT, pp. 20-21) 

CREATE-CREATE-CREATE, create again continuously one 
moment after the next=SURVIVAL. [FOT, p. 20) 

CREATIVE IMAGINATION, imagination, whereby in the field oi 
aesthetics the urges and impulses of the various dynamics are 
interwoven into new scenes and ideas. [SOS, Bk. 2, p. 101) 

CREATIVE PROCESSING, 1. the exercise by which the pc is 
actually putting up the physical universe. (SH Spec 52, 6602C23) 

2. creative processing consists of having the preclear make, with 
his own creative energies, a mock-up. (COHA Gloss) 

CRIMINAL, 1. one who is unable to think of the other, fellow, 
unable to determine his own actions, unable to follow orders, 
unable to make things grow, unable to determine the difference 
between good and evil, unable to think at all on the future. 
Anybody has some of these; the criminal has ALL of them. 
(NSOL, p.78) 2. one who thinks help cannot be on any dynamic 
or uses help on anyone to injure and destroy. (HCOB 28 May 60) 

3. criminals are people who are frantically attempting to create 
an effect long after they know they cannot. They cannot then 
create decent effects, only violent effects. Neither can they 
work. (FOT, pp. 31-32) 

CRISS-CROSS, see 3DXX. 

CRITICAL THOUGHT, 1. a symptom of an overt act having been 
committed. (SH Spec 37. 6409CO 1) 2. a critical pc=a withhold 
from the auditor. (HCOB 23 Aug 71) 

CRITICISM, 1. most criticism is justification of having done an 
overt. There are rightnesses and wrongnesses in conduct and 
society and life at large, but random, carping 1.1 criticism when 
not borne out in fact is only an effort to reduce the size of the 
target of the overt. (HCOB 21 Jan 60, Justification) 2. a 
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When a person has committed an o 'ert act and then withholds it, he or she 
usually employs the social mechanism of justification. 

We have all heard people attempt to justify their actions and all of us have known 
instinctively that justification was tantamount to a confession of guilt. But not until 
now have we understood the exact mechanism behind justification. 

Short of Scientology Auditing there was no means by which a person could 
relieve himself of consciousness of having done an overt act except to try to lessen the 
overt. 

Some churches used a mechanism of confession. This was a limited effort to 
relieve a person of the pressure of his overt acts. Later the mechanism of confession 
was employed as a kind of blackmail by which increased contribution could be 
obtained from the person confessing. Factually this is a limited mechanism to such an 
extent that it can be extremely dangerous. Religious confession does not carry with it 
any real stress of responsibility for the individual but on the contrary seeks to lay 
responsibility at the door of the Divinity-a sort of blasphemy in itself. I have no axe 
to grind here with religion. Religion as religion is fairly natural. But psychotherapy 
must be in itself a completed fact or, as we all know, it can become a dangerous fact. 
That’s why we flatten engrams and processes. Confession to be non-dangerous and 
effective must be accompanied by a full acceptance of responsibility. All overt acts are 
the product of irresponsibility on one or more of the dynamics. 

Withholds are a sort of overt act in themselves but have a different source. Oddly 
enough we have just proven conclusively that man is basically good-a fact which flies 
in the teeth of old religious beliefs that man is basically evil. Man is good to such an 
extent that when he realizes he is being very dangerous and in error he seeks to 
minimize his power and if that doesn’t work and he still finds himself committing overt 
acts he then seeks to dispose of himself either by leaving or by getting caught and 
executed. Without this computation Police would be powerless to detect crime-the 
criminal always assists himself to be caught. Why Police punish the caught criminal is 
the mystery. The caught criminal wants to be rendered less harmful to the society and 
wants rehabilitation. Well, if this is true then why does he not unburden himself? The 
fact is this: unburdening is considered by him to be an overt act. People withhold overt 
acts because they conceive that telling them would be another overt act. It is as though 
Thetans are trying to absorb and hold out of sight all the evil of the world. This is 
wrong-headed, by withholding overt acts these are kept afloat in the universe and are 
themselves as withholds entirely the cause of continued evil. Man is basically good but 
he could not attain expression of this until now. Nobody but the individual could die 
for his own sins—to arrange things otherwise was to keep man in chains. 

In view of these mechanisms, when the burden became too great man was driven 
to another mechanism—the effort to lessen the size and pressure of the overt. He 
or she could only do this by attempting to reduce the size and repute of the terminal. 
Hence, not-isness. Hence when a man or a woman has done an overt act there usually 
follows an effort to reduce the goodness or importance of the target of the overt. 
Hence the husband who betrays his wife must then state that the wife was no good in 
some way. Thus the wife who betrayed her husband had to reduce the husband to 
reduce the overt. This works on all dynamics. In this light most criticism is justification 
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This does not say that all things are right and that no criticism anywhere is ever 
merited. Man is not happy. He is faced with total destruction unless we toughen up our 
postulates. And the overt act mechanism is simply a sordid game condition man has 
slipped into without knowing where he was going. So there are rightnesses and 
wrongnesses in conduct and society and life at large, but random, carping 1.1 criticism 
when not borne out in fact is only an effort to reduce the size of the target of the overt 
so that one can live (he hopes) with the overt. Of course to criticise unjustly and lower 
repute is itself an overt act and so this mechanism is not in fact workable. 

Here we have the source of the dwindling spiral. One commits overt acts 
unwittingly. He seeks to justify them by finding fault or displacing blame. This leads 
him into further overts against the same terminals which leads to a degradation of 
himself and sometimes those terminals. 

Scientologists have been completely right in objecting to the idea of punishment. 
Punishment is just another worsening of the overt sequence and degrades the punisher. 
But people who are guilty of overts demand punishment. They use it to help restrain 
themselves from (they hope) further violation of the dynamics. It is the victim who 
demands punishment and it is a wrong-headed society that awards it. People get right 
down and beg to be executed. And when you don’t oblige, the woman scorned is 
sweet-tempered by comparison. I ought to know-I have more people try to elect me 
an executioner than you would care to imagine. And many a preclear who sits down in 
your pc chair for a session is there just to be executed and when you insist on making 
such a pc better, why you’ve had it, for they start on this desire for execution as a new 
overt chain and seek to justify it by telling people you're a bad auditor. 

When you hear scathing and brutal criticism of someone which sounds just a bit 
strained, know that you have your eye on overts against that criticised person and next 
chance you get pull the overts and remove just that much evil from the world. 

And remember, by and by, that if you make your pc write these overts and 
withholds down and sign them and send them off to me he’ll be less reluctant to hold 
on to the shreds of them —it makes for a further blow of overts and less blow ot pc. 
And always run responsibility on a pc when he unloads a lot of overts or just one. 

We have our hands here on the mechanism that makes this a crazy universe so let’s 
go for broke on it and play it all the way out. 


L. RON HUBBARD 

LRH:j$.rd 
Copyright © 1960 
by L. Ron Hubbard 
ALL RIGHTS RESERVED 
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I ATTACKS ON SCIE N TOLOGY 

, (Additional Pol Lit) 


Anyone proposing an lnvesdgation of or an "Enquiry'* Into Scicutolw. 
must receive this reply and no other propoaal: 

,f Wb welcome an inveeligation into (Menial licaUrj or wK.cvb: 
attacking us) as wo havo begun one ourselves and £ij\d shoe ivi.v;* 


You can elaborate on the evidence we have found and la> it on i.ui. 
attacking the attackora only. 

e 

NEVER agree to an Investigation of Scientology. ONLY agree to j.. 
investigation of the attackers. 


Thia was the DIG error made In Victoria, I okayed an Enquiry ;nt*» 
all mental healing. I ordorad evidence on psychiatric murders to be colir :*.« 
Kon-Compliance with thqjc orders brought on the loss of .Melbourne arrl dir 
law in Victoria against Scientology, This was the non-con plisne? that Lc^ *r. 
it. The original order I gave was relayed ss "we welcon.w an Enquiry ii to 
Scientology,.,." or It was changed to that In Melbourne. 


This is correct procedure: 
(1) Spot who It ettac&ng us* 


(2) Start Inve ad a a ting them promptly for FELONIES or worie 
our own pro/essionale* not outside agencies. 


(3) Double curve our reply by saying we welcome an Inveallgati 'n 
of them. 


(4) Start feeding lurid, blood,s«x*crim< actual evidence on the srtac 

to the preaa. 


Don't !vr tamely submit to an investigation of us. Make it rou ;K, 
rough on attackers ail the way. 


You can get "reasonable about it" and lose. Sure we break no U j. 
Sure we have nothing to hide. BUT attackere are simply an ar.ti-Sc;em L .• 
props qanda agency so far as we are concerned. They have proven -ti.c •*.- 
no facts and will only liu no matter what they discover. So BANloH 
that an/ fair hearing is intonded and start our attack witVth. r fl-„: : .. 

Never wait* Never talk about ua - only them. Use their blood* sex* crime 
to get headlinee. Don't use ue. _. 


spoilt from IS yeare of experience in this. T!iere has never ytt 
been an attacker who was not reeking with crlr v ie. All we had to do was lo^k 
for it and muf ^f 


They fear our Meter. They fear freedom. They fear the way we¬ 
ar e growing. Why? 


Becaueo they have too much to hide. 


When you use Jthat rationale you win. Wh^n ycu go dishwater and **•, 
"We honest chickens just plain love to have you in the coup* Brer Fcx," *«r 
clobbered. The right rtf pens e le ”We militant public defenders of tue fre»*l-» 
of the pecple w.. . .1—1 Jure Fox investigated for eating living chickcrw" Sr. 
spotlight to them. No matter haxr* Do it 1 


You can elaborate en the formula. Let's say some ocher branch 
of government wanie to investigates* via the press. Just apply the formula^ 
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a public enquiry into (i) at branch activity) as wc 

** h*"*- to investigate their (-It will always work. It 

*W V »Lv/vv irU.-d on the U.S. F .D.A. when they Hr.t fivt ye.ir, 

r aid on D.C. They ruaf And that*s all wa want* 

HOW TO STOP AT TACKS 


The *v: y we will eventually atop ali attacks fro.n tN re o.i out in l*y 
preccir*-s •sci-:*> *• follow*: 

(1) Locate a source of attack oa u«. 

(2) Investigate it* 

(3) Expose i % . with wide lurid publicity* 

You see the same thing in a preclear* He lias a rotten spot in li j 
bch*.vicur* He attacks the practitioner* The-epot it located on a meter. 

It olcv't and the preclcar relaxes* 

Well this la just what is happening in the society, Wc are a pr,. c: 'iwMr 
to the society* It has rotten spots in it* Those show u:> in attacks o » ur. W? 
investigate end expose - the attack ceases* 

t 

We use investigators instead of E-Meters. We use new.p.v.vrs l.'.sth ul 
of auditor reports* But it's the earns problem exactly* 

So longas we neglect our role as auditor-to-the-society wc will be 

attacked* 


Society i« pretty era ay. It f s a raw Jungle* So it will take a let cl w . r. ■. 
We must be willing to pul la that work ae a group or we'll he knocked abw «t. 


pRemember, CHURCHES AJLE LOOKED UPON AS RZi- ORM GROli-J. 
\ Therefore we muet act like a reform group. 


The way to scire thu initiative is to use our uwn pr o:c s siorials to 
ir.vejtiga'e intensively parts of ti t society that may attack us* Get an anm■nu.u 
locker full* Be tare of our facts* And then expose via Che prose* 


If we do this right, press, instead of trying to Invent reasons to 
attack us will start hanging around waiting for our next lurid scoop. 

We must convert from an attacked group to a reform \»roup tha* 
attacks retten sputa in the society. We should not limit our s*l . es to me*.:* . 
healing or our own lino. We should look for cones to Investigate and b’.uv. 
the Ud off and become known as a mighty reform group* We object to sir *‘c. / , 
o^rc^cicr* torture, murder, perverstm* crime, political si-' anc^ rr; 
that makes Man unfree* 


The only error we can make is disperse our Ir.ve*. *.ig. lion. We ao a 
preliminary look, then we must select a target and investigate it until we havt 
the cold facts and then BANG, fire the ealve* 


Don't worry about libel if oux facts Indicate rettennee .* The laat 
thing that target will do is sue as then we would have a chance to prove .t in 
court, which they are terrified of our doing* 


Remember - the only reason we are in trouble with the prose or 
governments is that wc are not searching out and exposing rotten sp its in 
the society* We mci( practice on the whole group called society. L we 
do not it will attaclt us just a precltar will attack a Scientcl.gist that 
voa’t audit him* 

i 

To get wholly over to cause we muat select targets* investigate and 
sxpoee before they attack us* 


We have at this writing a leag way to go« But we might as well 
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DECLARATION OF GERALD ARMSTRONG 

• f 

I, GERALD ARMSTRONG, declare as follows: 

1) I have been advised by my attorney, Julia 
Dragojevic, that cross-defendant organization has moved to 
continue the trial of the cross-complaint, now set for January 19, 
1987. The organization has offered three reasons for its 
motion: A) it was not aware of a "brainwashing" claim until it 

got my response to its motion for summary adjudication on the 
application of statutes of limitation to the pc file issue; B) 
it wants to first get the Appeals Court decision in the document 
case; C) it needs more time for discovery. 

2) "Brainwashing" is the organization's term. It 
cannot profess ignorance of the subject as L. Ron Hubbard wrote 
as early as 1956 in a "Technical Bulletin" attached hereto as 
Exhibit A: 

"We (Scientology) know more about psychiatry than 
psychiatrists. We can brainwash faster than the 
Russians (20 secs to total amnesia against three years 
to slightly confused loyalty)." 

And the organization cannot honestly claim that any mention by 
me of Hubbardian or organization mind control is a new 
surprise. Attached hereto as Exhibit B are two pages from a 
declaration I filed in 1982 in which I state: 

"What most Scientologists, and especially Sea Org 
members don't know is that Mr. Hubbard had duped 
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them. My knowledge based on documentation and 
observation, is that the major reason fcr Mr. Hubbard's 
calling Scientology a 'religion,' in addition to tax 
evasion, is to hide behind Constitutional guarantees 
for religions and so carry out his scheme of mind 
control to keep his followers duped. He has 
systematically and knowingly lied to and defrauded his 
followers, kept them from finding out the truth or 
becoming free with cruel and bizarre treatment, as for 
example with the RPF, and kept them economically and 
mentally suppressed, while he made millions of dollars 
from their labor." 

The Court touched on mind control in the decision in the 
document case: 

"....the Church or its minions is fully capable of 
intimidation or other physical of psychological abuse 
if it suits their ends. The record is replete with 
evidence of such abuse." 

And common sense yields only mind control as the explanation for 
the years of submission to the abuse. 


The organization has known of its own practices for 
decades, has known for over four years that I defined some of 
those practices as mind control, and has known for over two 
years that the Court considered "psychological abuse" and 
Hubbard's "controlling, manipulating.... his adherents" part of 
this case. Mind control is not a new subject which would 
require of the organization a new defense or more time in which 
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to create it. 


3) Regarding continuing the trial of the 
cross-complaint until issuance of the Appeals Court decision in 
the document case, it was cross-defendant organization which 
moved to sever the cross-complaint as unrelated to the 
underlying document case. 

4) In the document case, for a trial that lasted 
thirty days, because the organization insisted on an expedited 
trial, I had twenty months in which to prepare for my defense. 
From the time of filing of the cross-complaint until the present 
trial date, the organization will have had fifty months. 

The organization has taken my deposition at least 
twenty-five days, and has taken the deposition of virtually 

everyone connected to me at some point in this litigation. Each 

/ 

person on this side whom the organization has sought to depose 
has complied and has answered any relevant questions. My 
attorneys advise me that because of the organization's 
compartmentalization and obstructionist tactics, taking any 
organization depositions is a costly and frustrating waste of 
time. The organization knows virtually ever fact of my life 
since I was born which has any connection at all to the issues 
in the cross-complaint; there is nothing left to discover. 
Discovery by the organization is for this reason, and because of 
attorney tactics and behavior, largely harassive. The extension 
of discovery is just the extension of harassment. 
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5) The organization cannot honestly argue that it was 


2 

prevented in any way from getting whatever discovery it has 

3 

wanted or from getting its many motions, several of which were 

4 

in fact obstructive of legitimate discovery, heard by this 

5 

Court. The organization has used 12 law firms in this case, and 

6 

these attorneys have all been involved in other Scientology 

7 

litigation and have deposed all my potential witnesses in those 

8 

cases in addition to this. In addition to the staggering sums 

9 

paid to attorneys to litigate this case, the organization has 

10 

paid at least hundreds of thousands of dollars for Pi's, for 

11 

intelligence operations and for media black PR campaigns against 

12 

me. Where it could not wait for legal discovery, it stole my 

13 

documents. And as shown in my earlier declarations, it has. 

14 

through perjury and manipulation, thwarted my discovery into its 

15 

clear cut and egregious invasions of my privacy and assaults on 

16 

my mind. 

17 


18 

6) The organization has demonstrated continually 

19 

throughout the litigation of this case that truth, which must 

20 

have some relationship to legitimate discovery, is, as far as 

21 

the organization is concerned, irrelevant. Attached hereto as 

22 

Exhibit C is a copy of a recitation of a dream I had in March 

23 

1985. I have blacked out for this purpose, anything which could 

24 

be considered offensive. Donald Randolph has, in furtherance of 

25 

I the organization's goals, defined the recitation of the dream a 

26 

"sickening work" demonstrating my "extremely aberrated 

27 

activities." The dream was a dream. The recitation was true, 

28 1 

and as artistically tight as I was capable of. To the 
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organization, if it suits its purposes, however, dreams are 
reality, and truth is whatever can be twisted therefrom. The 
only thing "sickening" about the dream is how the organization 
acquired it and went about its degradation. I sent it to my 
friend Dan Sherman, a professional writer who had throughout 
1984 encouraged me to write and who had "critiqued" some of my 
work. Sherman was, of course, being operated by the 
organization in the "Armstrong operation" (the same operation 
which John Peterson says never happened), and Sherman either 
gave the organization the "dream" he had dutifully tricked me 
into sending him, or the organization simply stole it from him. 
Attached hereto as Exhibit D is a letter from Sherman from March 
1986 in which he indicates that the organization was indeed 
getting his mail. Since writing to me, however, Sherman has 
apparently again been pressured by the organization because he 
has again cut communication with me and gone into hiding. 


Another example of organizational perversion of truth 


is the whole Armstrong operation. A group of individuals 
fearing for their lives and asking me for help to reform the 
organization became in organization black PR campaigns my 
attempt to destroy religion. Efforts by the organization to 
enveigle me into illegal acts became my commission of the acts. 
Use of my pc files as a lure to entrap and ruin me is 
characterized as protecting the sanctity of auditing. The 
organization needs no more discovery since it creates "truth" 


and "evidence," as it wishes. 


//// 
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7) All the discovery the organization has sought can 


be completed in the next two weeks. I have been answering 
interrogatories, in addition to all the other work I must still 
do, and despite the fact that none of the interrogatories cover 
anything which I have not already testified about, and I will 
complete them by November 26, 1986. The organization took my 
deposition on October 29 and 30 and they can have my deposition 
another day before trial if they want. They have made no 
request to set a date for the continuation of my deposition 
since the two days in October. The organization, just to delay 
the trial, should not be permitted to delay the discovery 
opportunities it has. 


8) Although the organization is clearly not harmed if 


the cross-complaint goes to trial January 19, I will be if it 
doesn't. Through all the operations, the lies and attacks over 


more than four years, the hope of going to trial has been a 
major stabilizing factor in keeping me going. 


I do not have the extra legal options which the 


organization does; my only opportunity to resolve this 
protracted, bitter and emotionally devastating war is at trial. 
My life has been radically altered by the organization's acts: 
the threats, the assaults, the pc file perversions, the 
obstruction, the lies, the operations, the betrayals, the 
terror. The intensity has fluctuated and there were brief 
periods when my life moved toward normalization, but always- 
briefly as another organization attack was never far away. 


-6- 



EXHIBIT 














1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


Since the July pc file culling, however, there has been no 
respite. The anguish I feel just about every day may be a 
blessing because the emotional ripple does not manifest itself in 
other more destructive ways. But I cannot feel that it is 
optimum or normal or healthy; that is, I'm under a ton of stress. 
I have grappled with the litigation and the extra-litigation 
threat in many ways. Some of them, even within the observable 
context of Gerald Armstrong, and even to myself, are bizarre. 
Almost the whole day now, and day after day, is connected to this 
subject. Sometimes I feel like my body is a battleground. 

Outside my apartment and office, and those are just about all my 
destinations, I aim most of the time aware of the cold evaluation 
of threat. I am intellectually sound enough to realize that to 
succeed in getting the cross-complaint to trial raises the 
potential for a really serious operation. The emotional 
ramifications which follow from that are what I deal with. That 
is, the alteration of the circuitry. The lessening of the threat 
can only be achieved, however, by going forward, even though what 
could happen at trial could be beyond anything I've yet 
experienced. All the operations have had the ultimate goal of 
stopping me from proceeding to trial. They have only succeeded 
in convincing me that the only way the war and the threat can end 
is to get to trial. 

Executed this 18th day of November, 1986 at Boston, 
Massachusetts. 

I declare under the penalty of perjury under 
of the State of California that the foregoing is true/; t 
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HUBBARD COMMUNICATIONS OFFICE 
217a Kensington High Street, London W.8 

RUSH July 22nd, 1956 


To U-S. ONLY Julia Lrma, Dick Sieves, L. Ron Hubbard. Jnr. 

To England ONLY Association Secretary (Jack Pirkhouse) 
Director of Processing (Ann Walker) 
Director of Training (Dennis Stephens) 

Staff Auditors, instructors and Auditors dose io Operation only. 


TECHNICAL BULLETIN OF 22 JULY 1956 


I feel the urge to communicate to you the best news since 1950. 

I have whipped the problems of the whole track and memory of the past and can 
resolve the worst cases we have ever had. That is a huge statement but I have solved 
and can untangle in an intensive the problems of the vacuum and havtngness plus 
memory and health and have just done so. Hence the exuberance. 

Also, other auditors can solve these in a case as well. NIBS has just cracked two 
six-yearotanding Black Fives using some of this material and Herbie Parkhouse has had 
considerable luck with solids. 

We are now capable of solving Book One style cases to the extreme level of clear. 

No wild burst of enthusiasm is here intended. I have to purthe finishing touches 
on a lot of things and the process is still slow—25 to 75 hours. But I've now done it and 
seen it done to worse cases than any you've had. And that's fact! 

Okay. It's not simple, it requires a minute understanding of Book One. It would 
take me 50 pages to explain all I've lately found about vacuums. You haven’t seen the 
last of me or of study, but you will have seen the last of unsuccessful cases providing 
only that we have time and environment in which to audit them. 

We can make homo novis. (AND give a grin to those who kept standing around 
bleating, “Where are the dears?") 

We know more about life now than life does-for a fact, since it was reaching, we 
can communicate about the reactions. 

The process is concerned with “making it solid" combined with effects. It isn’t 
easy. It is wonderfully complex and delicate. But it has been done. And it is being 
done. 

Our cases gained but sometimes slumped. Why’ Because an electronic vacuum 
restimulated on the track after sessions, and robbed the case’s havtngness. 

A vacuum isn't a hole. It’s a collapsed bank. Every lifetime bank a collapsed into 
a vacuum. 

The formula is- 

1. Run pc on start-change and stop for hours until he is under auditor’s control, 
in session and (often) exteriorized. 

2. Then run him with commands “What are you looking at?" "Good." "Make 
it solid.'* 

He will eventually hit a vacuum. (He’d hit it faster on “Recall a can’t have” 
but it’s too fast.) Here's the tangle. The vacuum is a super-cold mass or an 
electric shock. This “drank up” bank electronically (brainwashed him). The 
energy drunk turned black. Hence black cases. (Does not apply only to black 
cases however.) 

3. Run, interspersed with solids and “objective can’t have” on the room, “Tell 
me an effect object (that drank bank) could not have on you," and “Tell me 
an effect you could have on object.’’ Object may be electrodes or supercold 
plate or even a supercold glass. 
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Caution, handle one vacuum at a time. These vacuums go back for 76 Trillion 
yean. They were the original brainwash thetans did to one another, then psychiatrists 
(on the whole track) did expertly (modem psychiatnsts are punks , modem shock too 
feeble to do more than restimulate old vacuums). 

Take the vacuum that comes up running solids, or even “Recall a can't have", 
whatever it is and solve it as above. 

This is delicate auditing. If you restimulate a vacuum too hard, the whole track 
groups on it. 

Read Book One. Add vacuums instead of word groupers, use above and you'll 
probably get through to succ es s. Nibs did and 1 had given him less than you have here. 
Of course, he’s one of the best auditors in the business, so go easy. And Herbie 
Parkhouse is no slouch. 

CAUTIONARY 


This is true- 


1. 

2 . 


3 . 

4 . 

5 . 


6 . 


We have created the permanent stable clear. 

In creating him we have a homo novts in the full sense, not just an Operating 
Thetan. 

We now know more than life. An oddity indeedl 

We now know more about psychiatry than psychiatnsts. We can brainwash 
faster than the Russians (20 secs to total amnesia against three years to 
slightly confused loyalty). 

We can undo whatever psychiatnsts do, even the tougher grade from away 
back. We can therefore undo a b ram wash in 25 to 75 hours. 

We can create something better than that outlied and promised in Book 
One. 

BUT 


1. We need to know more and be more accurate than ever before about the 
time track and auditing. 1 have not given a thousandth of what 1 know about 
this. 

2. We have a new game but also new responsibilities amongst men. 

3. This data in the wrong hands before we are fully prepared could raise the 
Devil literally. 

4. Because we know more than the insanity Gang, we’re not fighting them. 

5. Because we can undo what we do, we must retain a fine moral sense, tougher 
by far than any of the past. 

6. We can create better than in Book One now only if we know Book One and 
know our full subject. 

AND WE DO NOT YET KNOW ALL THE SAFETY PRECAUTION TO BE 
USED. 


I will be giving this data in full at the Games Congress, Shoreham Hotel, 
WASHINGTON, D.C., August 31st, to September 3rd, 1956. 

The exact regimen of this will be SLP 8 and will include the total picture of 
separating valences from bodies (which must still be done by the auditor, a formula I 
now have). 

I have given you this data in this bulletin at this time because now l know I know 
and I want you to share in seeing the surge of vision which will be our future. 


L. RON HUBBARD 

F.S. (Actually, contrary to rumor, it hasn't all been done before. If it had been, the 
guy who is saying it has would be clear!) 
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the organization, or that organization executives did not 
know where he was. The fact is, the most senior executives 
were in continual communication with him throughout this 
period. Scientology spokesmen and witnesses have gone to 
great lengths to "prove" that Scientology is a valid reli¬ 
gion, while knowing that it was simply a behavior therapy 
masquerading as a "church", and making a mockery of actual 
honest religious practices. In 1980, Watchdog Committee, the 
senior CMO body, responsible only to Mr. Hubbard and senior to 
every Scientology organization, ordered that every Sea Org 
member had to complete the Minister's Course in two weeks 
or they would be assigned to the RPF. The reason given was 
to make every Sea Org member a "minister of the church of 
Scientology" and so avoid the U.S. Selective Service draft 
then pending. What most Scientologists, and especially Sea 

S 

Org members don't know is that Mr. Hubbard had duped them. 

My knowledge based on documentation and observation, is that 
the major reason for Mr. Hubbard's calling Scientology a 
"religion", in addition to tax evasion, is to hide behind 
Constitutional guarantees for religions and so carry out 
his scheme of mind control to keep his followers duped. He ha: 
systematically and knowingly lied to and defrauded his fol¬ 
lowers, kept them from finding out the truth or becoming 
free with cruel and bizarre treatment, as for example with 
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the RPF, and kept them economically and mentally suppressed, 
while he made millions of dollars from their labor. 

6) I am personally aware that Mr. Hubbard's policy of 
Fair Game is still a practice of Scientology. Since I left 
the organization with my wife in December 1981, I have been 
declared an enemy, and I believe that my life and my wife’s 
life, are in danger. 

7) On or about September 28, 1980, a meeting took 

place in the Cedars Complex at Los Angeles, California, one 

of the corporate headquarters of the Church of Scientology 

of California,’(CSC). The meeting was attended by Charles 

Parselle, (C.P.) Deputy Guardian for Legal, (DGL), at WW, 

u 

who was in charge of all legal activities for Scientology 
throughout the world and Laurel Sullivan, (L.S.), the per¬ 
sonal representative of L. Ron Hubbard, a long term senior 
executive of Scientology and then In Charge, I/C, of a 
special legal Mission, (MCCS), which misssion was seeking to 
conceal Hubbard's control of Scientology and develop stra¬ 
tegies to effectuate actual control by Mr. Hubbard without 
incurring legal responsiblity.. Dick Sullivan, a junior exe¬ 
cutive of the MCCS mission, pursuant to orders, tape recorded 
the meeting. The individuals in attendance at this meeting 
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Los Angeles, Calf 
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Dear Gerry, 

I realize that I am probably the last person in the world you'd 

want to hear from, and I certainly don't blame you for it-but 

after talking to my sister the other day, I simply can't help 
writing you now. 

1 won't go into a long explaination of what happened in the 
end. Suffice it to say that between pressure from the 
Church and the potential break-up of my marriage I probably 

let you down-at least in spirit. I make no excuses now, 

and offer only this: I'm deeply, deeply sorry about the 
whole damn mess. . 

As I write now, a J.ot comes back to mind... including ray so 
called "agreement" to not communicate with, you again. But 
the-i-hell< with it. There are some things I just can't go on 
living with, and one of them is knowing that I never sent you 
a copy of our book. 

I hope you'll accept it. I hope you'll forgive me. I'll 
understand if you don't write back, but I'd love it if you 
did. 



Best\f or 


Always, 



PS As far as I know, no one is watching my mail anymore. 

PSS I send this to Mike's office, cause it was the only address I had 






